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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VISI-~Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Sugar), Department of 

Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—SUGAR REQUIREMENTS AND 
QUOTAS 

[Sugar Reg. 818, Arndt. 3] 

PART 818—REQUIREMENTS RELAT¬ 
ING TO NON-QUOTA PURCHASE 
SUGAR FOR 1960 

Correction 

In F.R. Doc. 60-9010, appearing at 
page 9197 of the issue for Tuesday, Sep¬ 
tember 27, 1960, the following statement 
of concurrence should be inserted imme¬ 
diately after the signature: 

“Concurred in for the Secretary of 
State by: 

Thomas C. Mann, 
Assistant Secretary of State” 

SUBCHAPTER H—DETERMINATION OF WAGE 
RATES 

PART 864—WAGES; SUGARCANE; 
LOUISIANA 

Fair and Reasonable Wage Rates 

on^ UrsUan ^ Provisions of section 

301(c)(1) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended, and after a public hearing held 
lbodaux ’ k^isiana, on July 14, 
i960, with respect to fair and reasonable 
+>> age i^ a ^ es * or work ers in harvesting 
tne i960 crop and for production and 

vplv V , a Qci n ^ 0rk during the calendar 
year iutil, the provisions of § 864.7 Fair 
ona reasonable wage rates for persons 
employed m the production, cultivation, 
°, n . l ^ r ^ estlng of sugarcane in Louisiana 
(-4 F.r. 8408), will continue in effect, 
nnvc the public hearing, interested 
?eshf^ e h € afforded the opportunity to 
able h ?' eS ? ect t0 fair and reason- 
du inTfh e1 t Q e l ° r Work t0 be Performed 
Produetin« 19 ®.° harvest season and for 
Production and cultivation work during 

Of tS ?n d ar year 1961 - Representative! 
tion and the a ? a i Parm Bureau Federa- 
Amei-fean ^ Commi ttee of the 

on behni? ? ugar Cane League testified 
witnS^f of sugfu-eane producers. These 

be made in thT- ended that no chan ^ 
crmHn.® ln , the ' va " e provisions of the 
^ntinumg determination issued October 

of unfavorahnf testlfied that as a result 

SS 5 

the United 'pfS- ^ representative of 
America Work ers of 

workers’andT? 0, testlfied on behalf of 
wage of $ioo n!P H if I1<5ed a minimum 
workers with°«f e - r . hour for unskilled 

diflerenUaJs^in 1,enance of existing 
rentials m the rates for higher 


skilled jobs. The labor representative 
stated that his recommendation was 
based on the minimum income needed 
by workers to support an adequate stand¬ 
ard of living, and on improved produc¬ 
tion efficiency. 

Consideration has been given to the 
testimony presented at the public hear¬ 
ing, to the standards generally con¬ 
sidered in wage determinations, to 
studies of the returns, costs, and profits 
of producing sugarcane obtained by sur¬ 
vey for a recent crop and recast in terms 
of conditions likely to prevail for the 
1960 crop, and to other pertinent factors. 
This analysis. indicates that the wage 
rates and other provisions of the current 
determination continue to be equitable. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
that no change in the provisions of the 
wage determination (24 F.R. £408) will 
be made at this time. 

Issued this 27th day of September 
1960. 

True D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary of Agriculture. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9154; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

[Valencia Orange Reg. 217] 

PART 9 2 2 —VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN TN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 922.517 Valencia Orange Regulation 
217. 

(a) Findings. ( 1 ) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement and Order No. 22 
as amended (7 CFR Part 922), regulat¬ 
ing the handling of Valencia oranges 
grown in Arizona and designated part 
of California, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, 
established under the said marketing 
agreement and order, as amended, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of 
handling of such Valencia oranges, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act by 
tending to establish and maintain such 
orderly marketing conditions for such 
oranges as will provide, in the interests 
of producers and consumers, an orderly 
flow of the supply thereof to market 
throughout the normal marketing season 
to avoid unreasonable fluctuations in 
supplies and prices, and is not for the 
purpose of maintaining prices to farmers 
above the level which it is declared to be 
the policy of Congress to establish under 
the act. 


(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1001—1011) because the time 
intervening between the date when in¬ 
formation upon which this section is 
based became available and the time 
when this section must become effective 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act is insufficient, and a reason¬ 
able time is permitted, under the cir¬ 
cumstances, for preparation for such 
effective time; and good cause exists for 
making the provisions hereof effective 
as hereinafter set forth. The committee 
held an open meeting during the current 
week, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider supply and market conditions 
for Valencia oranges and the need for 
regulation; interested persons were af¬ 
forded an opportunity to submit infor¬ 
mation and views at this meeting; the 
recommendation and supporting infor¬ 
mation for regulation during the period 
specified herein were promptly sub¬ 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen¬ 
dation of the committee, and informa¬ 
tion concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such Valencia 
oranges; it is necessary, in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act, 
to make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per¬ 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on September 29,1960. 

(b) Order. ( 1 ) The respective quan¬ 
tities of Valencia oranges grown in Ari¬ 
zona and designated part of California 
which may be handled during the period 
beginning at 12:01 a.m., P^s.t., October 2 , 
1960, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
October 9, 1960, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

(i) District 1 : Unlimited movement; 
<ii) District 2 ; 700,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 
2. As used in this section, “handled/* 
“handler/* “District 1 /* “District 2 /* 
“District 3,” and “carton** have the same 
meaning as when used in said market¬ 
ing agreement and order, as amended. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: September 30,1960. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9276; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

11:16 a.m.] 
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9402 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[Lemon Reg. 8G6] 

PART 953—LEMONS GROWN IN 

CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 953.973 Lemon Regulation 866. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 53, as amended (7 CFR Part 
953; 23 P.R. 9053), regulating the han¬ 
dling of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.; 68 Stat. 906, 1047), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tion and information submitted by the 
Lemon Administrative Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the said amended marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of handling of such 
lemons as hereinafter provided will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (60 Stat. 
237; 5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) because the 
time intervening between the date when 
information upon which this section is 
based becomes available and the time 
when this section must become effective 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act is insufficient, and a reasonable 
time is permitted, under the circum¬ 
stances, for preparation for such ef¬ 
fective time; and good cause exists for 
making the provisions hereof effective as 
hereinafter set forth. The committee 
held an open meeting during the current 
week, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider supply and market conditions 
for lemons and the need for regulation; 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; the provisions of this section, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such lemons; it is necessary, in 
order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act, to make this section effective 
during the period herein specified; and 
compliance with this section will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of persons subject hereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the 
effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on September 27, 1960. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
October 2, 1960, and ending at 12:01 
a.m., P.s.t., October 9, 1960, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 


(ii) District 2: 139,500 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: 32,550 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,’* 
and “carton’* have the same meaning 
as when used in the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: September 29,1960. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Deputy Director, Fruit andVege- 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc.60-9203; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:53 a.m.] 


months of October, November, and 
December 1960. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended^ 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of September 1960. 

Clarence L. Miller, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9181; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:53 a.m.] 


[Milk Order 68] 

PART 968—MILK IN WICHITA, 
KANS., MARKETING AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provision 


[Milk Order 961] 

PART 961—MILK IN PHILADELPHIA, 
PA., MARKETING AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provisions 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Philadelphia, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, marketing area (7 CFR Part 961), 
it is hereby found and determined that: 

(a) The following provisions of the 
order do not tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act, for the months 
of October, November and December, 
1960: 

(1) The provisions of § 961.22(j) (2) 
except “The 15th day of the month * * * 
the Class I price * * and; 

(2) The provisions of § 961.50(a), ex¬ 
cept “* * * the price per hundredweight 
of Class I milk shall be * * *” and the 
price “$5.89” in the Class I price 
schedule. 

(b) Notice of proposed rule making, 
public procedure thereon, and 30 days 
notice of effective date hereof are im¬ 
practical, unnecessary, and contrary to 
the public interest in that: 

(1) This suspension order does not re¬ 
quire of persons affected substantial or 
extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con¬ 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3) This suspension order was re¬ 
quested by a cooperative association rep¬ 
resenting a substantial proportion of all 
producers on the market. 

(4) * This suspension action will pre¬ 
vent a supply-demand adjustment con¬ 
trary to the conclusions of the recom¬ 
mended decision issued by the Deputy 
Administrator March 29, 1960, based 
upon the record of a hearing held Octo¬ 
ber 22-23, 1959, pursuant to notice issued 
October 2, 1959 (24 F.R. 8117) and re¬ 
opened pursuant to notice issued 
November 5, 1959 (24 F.R. 9166). 

Therefore, good cause exists for 
making this order effective immediately. 

It is therefore ordered, That effective 
upon issuance of this suspension order 
the aforesaid provisions of the order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, marketing 
area are hereby suspended for the 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Wichita, Kansas, market¬ 
ing area (7 CFR Part 968), it is hereby 
found and determined that: 

(a) In § 968.51(a), the provision 
“minus 10 cents” will not tend to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the Act for the 
months of October, November and De¬ 
cember, 1960. 

(b) Notice of proposed rule making, 
public procedure thereon, and 30 days 
notice of effective date hereof are im¬ 
practical, unnecessary, and contrary to 
the public interest in that: 

(1) This suspension order does not re¬ 
quire of persons affected substantial or 
extensive preparation prior to the effec¬ 
tive date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con¬ 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3) This suspension is necessary be¬ 

cause a short range change in the supply 
and sales relationship has developed 
which is not currently being reflected 
accurately by the supply-demand ad¬ 
juster. More particularly a price in this 
market below that prevailing in the ad¬ 
jacent Kansas City market is not now 
justified. , 

(4) This action has been requested oy 
the cooperative association representing 
more than two-thirds of the producers 
supplying the market. 

(5) The short period of time remain- 
ing between issuance and effective da 
makes it impractical for rule-making 
procedure to be completed. This resul 
because the market administrator is - 
quired to announce, on or before Octo 

5, the Class I price applicable to all miiK 
received in October. . 

Therefore, good cause exists for n < 
ing this order effective October 1, iy * 

It is therefore ordered, That the at * 
said provision of the order is he _ 
suspended effective October 1, 19b 
the period October, November and ut 
cember, 1960. , c 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U. • 
601-674) 

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 28ti 
day of September 1960. 

Clarence L. Miller, 
Assistant Secretary- 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9182; Filed, Sept 30, * 960 ’ 

1 O.co n m 1 
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[Grapefruit Reg. 1] 

PART 1031—ORANGES AND GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 

GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

§ 1031.302 Grapefruit Regulation 1. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, and Order No. 131 
(7 CFR Part 1031; 25 F.R. 9093), regu¬ 
lating the handling of oranges and 
grapefruit grown in the lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Texas, effective Sep¬ 
tember 22, 1960, under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of 
the recommendation of the Texas Valley 
Citrus Committee established under the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of shipments of grapefruit, as here¬ 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making pro¬ 
cedure, and postpone the effective date 
of this section until 30 days after publi¬ 
cation thereof in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) because the time 
intervening between the date when in¬ 
formation upon which this section is 
based became available and the time 
when this section must become effective 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act is insufficient, and a reason¬ 
able time is permitted, under the cir¬ 
cumstances, for preparation for such 
effective time. The Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee held an open meeting on 
September 26, 1960, to consider recom¬ 
mendations for a regulation, after giving 
due notice of such meeting, and inter¬ 
ested persons were afforded an oppor¬ 
tunity to submit their views at this 
meeting; information regarding the pro¬ 
visions of the regulation recommended 
y the committee has been disseminated 
to shippers of grapefruit, grown as afore- 
said, and this regulation, including the 
effective time thereof, is identical with 
the recommendation of the committee; 
thp S Hii? CeS ^ ry ’ 111 order to effectuate 

«rr- ed ~ oiicy ° f the act ' to make 

inaft»r tl °J 1 / ffeCtiVe ° n the date here ' 

thp forth so as to provide for 

Uuil ft \i° n 0f the handling of grape- 
season Lh 6 Sta , rt of thIs marketing 
will nnV ^ COmpUance with this section 
on ? any special Preparation 

v.-hich t-^nnL^ persons subject thereto 
the CPmp leted on or before 

n ^‘* ec ^ lve date hereof. 

Sinn L? r(l f r ; n (1) Dwins the Period be- 
fooo fnd 12 j 01 a - m - c - s -t- October 3, 

October d io nd iqfn at 12: 2 : am ’ cst -> 

handle: 10 ' 1960, no handler shall 
grow/Sf t f apefrpit of variety 

such grapefruit production area, unless 
(ih A? efluit grade at least U.S. No. 3 • 

aforesaid ^which eSS gra ^ efruit » grown as 
1 °’ whlc ^ are of a size smaller 


than 3 %g inches in diameter, except that 
not more than ten (10) percent, by 
count, of such seedless grapefruit in any 
lot of containers may be of a size 
smaller than 3 %g inches in diameter, 
but not more than fifteen (15) percent, 
by count, of such seedless grapefruit in 
any individual container in any lot may 
be of a size smaller than 3%<j inches in 
diameter; or 

(iii) Any seeded grapefruit, grown as 
aforesaid, which are of a size smaller 
than 3 ! %g inches in diameter, except 
that not more than ten ( 10 ) percent, by 
count, of such seeded grapefruit in any 
lot of containers may be of a size smaller 
than 3 r3 /i<i inches in diameter, but not 
more than fifteen (15) percent, by count, 
of such seeded grapefruit in any in¬ 
dividual container in any lot may be of 
a size smaller than S 1 *^ inches in 
diameter. 

( 2 ) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
marketing agreement and order; and 
terms relating to grade and diameter, as 
used herein, shall have the same mean¬ 
ing as is given to the respective term in 
the United States Standards for Grape¬ 
fruit (Texas and States other than 
Florida, California, and Arizona) 
(§§ 51.620 to 51.658 of this title). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: September 28,1960. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9151; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[ Orange Reg. 1 ] 

PART 1031—ORANGES AND GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

§ 1031.301 Orange Regulation 1. 

(a) Findings. ( 1 ) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, and Order No. 
131 (7 CFR Part 1031; 25 F.R. 9093), 
regulating the handling of oranges and 
grapefruit grown in the lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Texas, effective Sep¬ 
tember 22, 1960, under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis 
of the recommendation of the Texas 
Valley Citrus Committee established un¬ 
der the aforesaid marketing agreement 
and order, and upon other available in¬ 
formation, it is hereby found that the 
limitation of shipments of oranges, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure. 


and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001 - 1011 ) because the time intervening 
between the date when information 
upon which this section is based became 
available and the time when this sec¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time. The 
Texas Valley Citrus Committee held an 
open meeting on September 26, 1960, to 
consider recommendations for a regula¬ 
tion, after giving due notice of such 
meeting, and interested persons were 
afforded an opportunity to submit their 
views at this meeting; information re¬ 
garding the provisions of the regulation 
recommended by the committee has been 
disseminated to shippers of oranges, 
grown as aforesaid, and this section, in¬ 
cluding the effective time thereof, is 
identical with the recommendation of 
the committee; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this section effective on the 
date hereinafter set forth so as to pro¬ 
vide for the regulation of the handling 
of oranges at the start of this marketing 
season; and compliance with this sec¬ 
tion will not require any special prepara¬ 
tion on the part of the persons subject 
thereto which cannot be completed by 
the effective time hereof. 

(b) Order. (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t., October 3, 
1960, and ending at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t., 
October 10, 1960, no handler shall 
handle: 

(1) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
in the production area, unless such 
oranges grade at least U.S. No. 3; or 

(ii) Any oranges, grown as aforesaid, 
which are of a size smaller than 2 %g 
inches in diameter, except that not more 
than ten ( 10 ) percent, by count, of such 
oranges in any lot of containers may 
be of a size smaller than 2 8 /i C inches in 
diameter, but not more than fifteen (15) 
percent, by count, of such oranges in 
any individual container in any lot may 
be of a size smaller than 2 %c inches in 
diameter. 

( 2 ) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
marketing agreement and order; and 
terms relating to grade and diameter, 
as used herein, shall have the same 
meaning as is given to the respective 
term in the United States Standards for 
Oranges (Texas and States other than 
Florida, California, and Arizona) (§§51. 
680 to 51.712 of this title). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: September 28, 1960. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9152; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 
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Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket 7105 o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Columbia Container Corp. et al. 

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling: 
§ 13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu¬ 
tory requirements: § 13.1212-85 Uniform 
Freight Classification. 1 Subpart—Mis¬ 
representing oneself and goods—Goods: 
§ 13.1675 Law or legal requirements. 


It is further ordered, That respond¬ 
ents, Columbia Container Corporation, a 
corporation, and James Glose, individ¬ 
ually and as an officer of said corpora¬ 
tion, shall, within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report, in writing, set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: July 20, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9149; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27, 1960. 

George S. Cassady, 
Brig. Gen., U.S. Air Force, 
Acting Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9133; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-173] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Colum¬ 
bia Container Corporation et al., Baltimore, 
Md., Docket 7105, July 20,1960] 

In the Matter of Columbia Container 

Corporation, a Corporation, and James 

Glose and Harvey Jones, Individually 

and as Officers of Said Corporation 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a Baltimore manu¬ 
facturer with misrepresenting the qual¬ 
ity of its corrugated fibreboard boxes 
through imprinting the certificate of the 
box maker—required by Rule 41, Uni¬ 
form Freight Classification, established 
by American railroads as authorized by 
the Interstate Commerce Act—on boxes 
which did not conform to the standards 
set out in the rule in that the combined 
weight of the facings and the bursting 
strength of a substantial number of the 
boxes tested were less than the required 
minimum. 

Setting aside the hearing examiner’s 
initial decision which would have dis¬ 
missed the case for failure of proof— 
after an earlier remand for further evi¬ 
dence—the Commission on July 20 issued 
its own findings of fact and order to 
cease and desist. 

Said order, including order requiring 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondents, 
Columbia Container Corporation, a cor¬ 
poration, and its officers, and James 
Glose, individually and as an officer of 
said corporation, and respondents’ 
agents, representatives and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the of¬ 
fering for sale, sale or distribution of 
corrugated fibreboard boxes in com¬ 
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from: Using on 
such boxes a certificate of box maker 
required by Rule 41, Uniform Freight 
Classification, when such boxes do not 
conform to all of the construction re¬ 
quirements of said Rule; or misrepre¬ 
senting in any other manner the quality 
or weight of constituent parts, construc¬ 
tion, bursting strength, or any other 
characteristics of their boxes. 

It is further ordered, That the com¬ 
plaint herein be, and the same hereby 
is, dismissed as to Harvey Jones in his 
individual capacity. 


1 New. 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-NY-69] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Revocation of Federal Airway, Asso¬ 
ciated Control Areas and Desig¬ 
nated Reporting Points 

On July 14, 1960, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (25 F.R. 6648) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to revoke, in its entirety, Blue 
Federal airway No. 15 from Akron, Ohio, 
to Hubbard, Ohio, its associated control 
areas and designated reporting points. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendments. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed 
amendments having been published, 
therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
(24 F.R. 4530) and for the reasons stated 
in the notice, Parts 600 and 601 (14 
CFR Parts 600, 601) are amended as 
follows: 

1. Section 600.615 Blue Federal air¬ 
way No. 15 (Akron, Ohio, to Hubbard, 
Ohio ) is revoked. 

2. Section 601.615 Blue Federal air¬ 
way No. 15 control areas (Akron, Ohio, 
to Hubbard, Ohio ) is revoked. 

3. Section 601.4615 Blue Federal air¬ 
way No. 15 (Akron, Ohio, to Hubbard, 
Ohio) is revoked. 

These amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 
(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Modification of a Control Area 
Extension 

The purpose of this amendment to 
§ 601.1173 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator is to modify the San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif., control area extension. 

The San Francisco, Calif., control area 
extension (oceanic) is designated as that 
airspace bounded by a line beginning at 
a point at latitude 38°08'30" N., longi¬ 
tude 122°54TO" W., thence to latitude 
37°14 , 00" N., longitude 122°24'55" W., 
thence to latitude 36° 16TO" N., longi¬ 
tude 124°26'00" W., thence to latitude 
37°40'00" N., longitude 125°23'30" W., 
thence to latitude 37°50T0" N., longi¬ 
tude 124°24'30" W., thence to latitude 
38°00T0" N., longitude 123°23T0" W., 
thence to latitude 38°03'20" N., longi¬ 
tude 123°12T0" W., thence to point of 
beginning. The portion of this control 
area extension which lies within Point 
Reyes Warning Area (W-513) is ex¬ 
cluded below 3,000 feet mean sea level 
between the hours 8:00 p.m. and 8.00 
a.m. P.s.t. Monday through Friday, and 
is excluded entirely between the houis 
of 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. P.s.t. Monday 
through Friday. The Federal Aviation 
Agency is establishing a floor of 
feet MSL on that portion of the control 
area west of a line extending from lati¬ 
tude 37°05'30" N., longitude 122i 43 UU 
W., via the Farallon Islands, Calif., non- 
directional radio beacon (latitude - 
41'54" N., longitude 123 ° 00'12 W.), 

latitude 37°47'00" N., longitude 123 00 - 
00” W., latitude 37°53'20” N., longitude 
123°04'55” W., latitude 37°56 00 «•. 

longitude 123°10'00" W., W* 0 !, to 
01'30” N„ longitude 123° 11 10 W., 

latitude 38°03'20" N„ longitude 123 u 
00” W. That portion of the contiol a 
which coincides with Point Reyes, . ’ 
Warning Area (W-513) would lemain 

unchanged. This modification to m 

San Francisco control area ext e ^ion 
(§ 601.1173) will permit the Department 
of the Navy to conduct antisubmar ^ 
flights below 2,500 MSL and out,. 

controlled airspace. ripsiana- 

Since this action involves the 

tion of navigable airspace oute de of 

United States, the Admnustiatoi^nas 
consulted with the Secretaiy orc j- 
and the Secretary of Defense 
ance with the provision of con _ 

Order 10854 and has obtained the 
currence thereto. qddi- 

As this amendment imposes n • ^ 
tional burden on any person, notic 
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public procedure hereon are unnecessary. 
However, since it is necessary that suffi¬ 
cient time be allowed to permit appropri¬ 
ate changes to be made on aeronautical 
charts, this amendment will become 
effective more than 30 days after 
publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 P.R. 4530), 
§ 601.1173 (14 CFR 601.1173) is amended 

to read: 

§ 601.1173 Control area extension (San 
Francisco, Calif.). 

That airspace bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at a point at latitude 38°08'30" 
N,. longitude 122°54'00" W., thence to 
latitude 37°14'00" N., longitude 

122°24'55" W., thence to latitude 

36°16'00" N., longitude 124°26'00" W., 
thence to latitude 37°40'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 125°23'30" W., thence to latitude 
37°50'00" N., longitude 124°24'30" W., 
thence to latitude 38°00'00" N. longi¬ 
tude 123°23'00" W., thence to latitude 
38°03'20" N., longitude 123°12'00" W., 
thence to point of beginning. The por¬ 
tion of this control area extension which 
coincides with the Point Reyes Warning 
Area (W-513) is excluded at and below 
3,000 feet mean sea level between the 
hours 8:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. P.s.t. Mon¬ 
day through Friday, and is excluded en¬ 
tirely between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 
8:00 p.m. P.s.t. Monday through Friday. 
The portion of this control area ex ten- 
W of-a line extending from latitude 
.37 05 30" N., longitude 122°43'00" W., 
via the Farallon Island, Calif., RBN 
(latitude 37°41'54" N., longitude 

123°00T2" W.), latitude 37°47'?0" N.! 

123° 00'00" W., latitude 

N., longitude 123°04'55" W. 
37°56'00" N., longitude 

W., latitude 38°01'30" N. 
123° 11 TO" W., to latitude 
N., longitude 123°12'00" W. 


longitude 

37°53'20" 

latitude 

123°10'00 

longitude 

38°03'20 


is excluded below 2500 feet MSL. 

nnm hiS a x m !? dment sha11 become effective 
oooi e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

v£ C c V 10, 72 Stat - 749 and SOO, 48 

10854. 24 P.R. n 9565 5 ) 10 ’ EX6CUtive ° rder 

teSr d 27 n i 9 To aShingt0n> DC ’ 0n Sep ' 

Rr . _ George S. Cassady, 
ng. Gen . U.S. Air Force, Acting 
Director, Bureau of Air Traffic 
Management. 

Doc. 60-9127; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-35] 

PA rL,^- DES,G N AT ION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA 

20NES°pppnD R E A S ' CONTROL 

pSL E ™ RTING POINTS ' and 

ments control Route SEG- 

Modification of Confrol Area 
Extension 

ruie^akin^’ a n °tice of proposed 

Federal 

ER (25 FR - 6 651) stating that the 


Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
modify the Shreveport, La., control area 
extension by expanding it to the 
southeast. 


No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
§ 601.1285 (14 CFR 601.1285) is amended 
to read: 


§ 601.1285 Control area extension 
(Shreveport, La.). 

The airspace bounded by a line begin¬ 
ning on the S edge of VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 278 at latitude 33°26'20" N, 
longitude 93°29'30" W.; thence SE to the 
S edge of VOR Federal airway No. 18 at 
latitude 32°27'50" N., longitude 92°33' 
00" W.; thence E along Victor 18 to the 
INT of a line 5 miles SE of, and parallel 
to, the 237° True radial of the Monroe, 
La., VORTAC; thence SW via this line 
to its INT with VOR Federal airway No. 
114; thence NW along Victor 114 to its 
INT with VOR Federal airway No. 289; 
thence N along Victor 289 to its INT 
with Victor 278; thence E along Victor 
278 to the point of beginning. 

This amendment shall become effective 
0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
September 27,1960. 

George S. Cassidy, 

Brig. Gen., U.S. Air Force, Acting 
Director, Bureau of Air Traffic 
Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9128; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-AN-15] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Zone 

On July 1, 1960, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (25 F.R. 6216) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to modify the Fairbanks, Alaska, 
control zone. 

Subsequent to publication of the No¬ 
tice, the Department of the Air Force 
has cancelled certain instrument ap¬ 
proach procedures to Ladd AFB. There¬ 
fore, the control zone extension proposed 
2 miles either side of the 276° True 
radial of the Ladd AFB TACAN extend¬ 
ing from the Ladd AFB 5-mile zone to 
the TACAN will not be designated. 

No comments were received regarding 
the proposed amendment. 
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Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530), 
and for the reasons stated in the notice’ 
§ 601.2228 (14 CFR 601.2228) is amended 
to read: 

§ 601.2228 Fairbanks, Alaska, control 
zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Fair¬ 
banks International Airport (latitude 
64°49'09" N., longitude 147°51'14" W.), 
within a 5-mile radius of Ladd Air Force’ 
Base (latitude 64°50'22" N., longitude 
147°38'05" W.), within 2 miles either 
side of the NE and SW courses of the 
Fairbanks International Airport ILS lo¬ 
calizer (latitude 64°48'35" N., longitude 
147°52'15" V/.), extending from the 
Fairbanks International Airport 5-mile 
radius zone to the ILS OM and from the 
5-mile radius zone to 6 miles SW of the 
ILS localizer. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27, 1960. 

George S. Cassady, 

Brig. Gen., U.S. Air Force, Act¬ 
ing Director, Bureau of Air 
Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9129; Filed, Sept. 30, I960; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-KC-50] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Zone 

The purpose of this amendment to 
§ 601.2158 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator is to reduce the size of the 
Grandview, Mo., control zone. 

The Grandview control zone is pres¬ 
ently designated within a 5-mile radius 
of the Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base 
and within 2 miles either side of a line 
bearing 190° True extending from the 
Air Force Base to a point 10 miles south 
of the Richards-Gebaur nondirectional 
radio beacon, excluding the portion lying 
north of latitude 38°52'30"N., and west 
of longitude 94°35'50" W. The radio 
beacon has been decommissioned and it 
will, therefore, be necessary to redescribe 
the control zone extension. Conse¬ 
quently, the Grandview control zone is 
redesignated within 5-mile radius of the 
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base exclud¬ 
ing the airspace lying north of latitude 
38°52'30" N., and west of longitude 
94°35'50" W., and including the airspace 
within 2 miles either side of the south 
course of the ILS localizer extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the outer 
marker. 
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Since the change effected by this tude 33°49'07" N., longitude 118°09'04" 
amendment is less restrictive in nature W.) and within a 5-mile radius of the 


than the present requirements, and im¬ 
poses no additional burden on any per¬ 
son, notice and public procedure thereon 
are unnecessary. However, since it is 
necessary that sufficient time be allowed 
to permit appropriate changes to be 
made on aeronautical charts, this 
amendment will become effective more 
than 30 days after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530), 
§ 601.2158 (14 CFR 601.2158) is amended 
to read: 

§601.2158 Grandview, Mo., control 
zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Rich¬ 
ards-Gebaur AFB (latitude 38°50'50"N., 
longitude 94°33'20"W.) excluding the 
portion lying N. of latitude 38°52'30" N., 
and W. of longitude 94°35'50" W., and 
including the airspace within 2 miles 
either side of the S course of the ILS 
localizer extending from the 5-mile ra¬ 
dius zone to the OM. 

This amendment shall become effective 
0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27,1960. 

George S. Cassady, 
Brig. Gen., U.S. Air Force, Act¬ 
ing Director, Bureau of Air 
Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9130; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-LA-56] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Zone 

On June 28, 1960, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Federal 
Register (25 F.R. 5946) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
modify the Long Beach, Calif., control 
zone. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
§ 601.2178 (14 CFR 601.2178) is amended 
to read: 

§ 601.2178 Long Beach, Calif., control 
zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Long 
Beach, Calif., Municipal Airport (lati- 


NAS Los Alamitos, Calif, (latitude 33 °- 
47'25" N., longitude 118°03'00" W.). 

This amendment shall become effective 
0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27, 1960. 

George S. Cassady, 
Brig. Gen., U.S. Air Force, Act¬ 
ing Director, Bureau of Air 
Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9131; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-KC-33] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Zone and 
Control Area Extension 

On July 14, 1960, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Federal 
Register (25 F.R. 6653) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
modify the Green Bay, Wis., control zone 
and control area extension. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendments. 
The Air Transport Association stated 
that they supported the control area 
designation proposed, but recommended 
that additional control area be desig¬ 
nated to the west and southwest of Green 
Bay to contain off-airway air carrier 
routes between Clintonville, Wis., and 
Appleton, Wis. All such routes are 
presently being reviewed in a study of 
flight in uncontrolled airspace. The Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency considers it pref¬ 
erable to complete this study prior to 
proposing control area for this purpose. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the rules herein adopted, and due 
consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F. R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 
the following actions are taken: 

1. Section 601.1338 (14 CFR 601.1338) 
is amended to read: 

§ 601.1338 Control area extension 
(Green Bay, Wis.). 

Within a 15*mile radius of the Austin- 
Straubel Airport (latitude 44 0 29'17" N., 
longitude 88°07'50" W.); within 5 miles 
either side of the 326° True radial of the 
Green Bay VOR, extending from the 15- 
mile radius area to 15 miles NW of the 
VOR; and within 5 miles either side of 
the 239° True bearing from the Green 


Bay RBN, extending from the 15-mile 
radius area to 15 miles SW of the RBN. 

2. Section 601.2336 (14 CFR 601.2336) 
is amended to read: 

§ 601.2336 Green Bay, Wis., control 
zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Austin- 
Straubel Airport (latitude 44°29T7" N., 
longitude 88°07'50" W.); within 2 miles 
either side of the 146° True radial of 
the Green Bay VOR, extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to the VOR; and 
within 2 miles either side of the 059° 
True bearing from the Green Bay RBN, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to the RBN. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27,1960. 

George S. Cassady, 
Brig. Gen., U.S. Air Force, Act¬ 
ing Director, Bureau of Air 
Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-913% Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chapter II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 202—ANCHORAGE 
REGULATIONS 


Elizabeth River, Va. 


Pursuant to the provisions of Section 7 
of the River and Harbor Act of March 4, 
1915 (38 Stat. 1053; 33 U.S.C. 471), sub- 
paragraph (d) (1) of § 202.168 is hereby 
amended to delete the word “temporal y 
and to redesignate the boundaries o 
Anchorage H-l, Elizabeth River, Vi - 
ginia, as follows: 

§ 202.168 Hampton Roads, Va., and 
adjacent waters. 


(d) Elizabeth River— ( 1) Anchorage 
H-l, West Norfolk. An improved an¬ 
chorage on the west side of N<n 
Harbor Channel, south of Craney I s & ’ 

providing anchorage spaces 38 an 
feet deep, each with a swing radius f 
750 feet, and 3 anchorage spaces ; 20 
deep, each with a swing radius 
500 feet, bounded as follows: Begmnmg 
at a point on the western boundary oi 
Norfolk Harbor Channel at laht 
36°52'51.6", longitude 76 2 ° ° r2 "’ 
thence westerly to latitude 36 * 

longitude 7 6 ^ 0'39 3 -; thence sou ^ 
to latitude 36 52 18.8 , ,„ ti t u de 
76°20'34.3"; thence easter 0 ^° , . and 
36°52'22.2'longitude 76 ° 20 03 ' 8 e ’ ste rn 
thence northerly along the we 
boundary of Norfolk Harbor channel 
the point of beginning. 
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[Regs., September 19, 1960, 285/91 (Elizabeth 
River, Va.) —ENGCW-O] (Sec. 7, 38 Stat. 
1053; 33 U.S.C. 471) 

R. V. Lee, 

Major General, U.S. Army, 

The Adjutant General . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9125; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

(No. 32153] 

PART 10—UNIFORM SYSTEM OF AC¬ 
COUNTS FOR RAILROAD COM¬ 
PANIES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, division 2 , held at 
its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
19th day of September 1960. 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing dated July 25, 1960, published in the 
Federal Register, August 5,1960 (25 F.R. 
7407), providing for modifications of the 
Uniform System of Accounts for Rail¬ 
road Companies and the responses 
thereto; 

n is ordered. That the modifications of 
the Uniform System of Accounts for 
Railroad Companies (49 CFR Part 10) 
which are set forth below shall become 
effective January 1 , 1961; and 
It is further ordered. That this order 
be served on each railroad company 
subject to its provisions, and on every 
trustee, receiver, executor, administra¬ 
tor, or assignee of such railroad com¬ 
pany, and notice be given the general 
public by depositing a copy in the office 
?xr H*® Secreta ry of the Commission at 
Washington, D.C., and by filing with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

[See 2°, 24 Stat. 386, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 
By the Commission, division 2] 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

title and tot r °° m ’ CanCel the 

th-e title and 3 tot° ra£,e ' hagga9e ’ cancel 

item ^ 1C 4 43 Miscellaneous, add. after 

account t a / d f P ^ eceding the Note to the 
account, the following item: 

rooms ^nri n f Ue from operation of parcel 
’ and fron * storage of baggage. 


U R. Doc. 60-9158; Filed, Sept. 30 
8:49 a.m.] 

No. 192-2 
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Title 50—WILDLIFE 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Sabine National Wildlife Refuge, 
Louisiana 

The following special regulation is 
issued. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

Louisiana 

SABINE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Sabine National 
Wildlife Refuge, Louisiana is permissible 
only under the following conditions: 

(a) Species permitted to be taken: as 
prescribed by State regulations. 

(b) Open season: from 45 minutes be¬ 
fore sunrise to 45 minutes after sunset 
September 30, 1960, through October 15, 
1960. 

(c) Daily creel limits: as prescribed 
by State regulations. 

(d) Methods of fishing: 

( 1 ) Tackle: as prescribed by State 
regulations. 

(2) Boats and motors: boats without 
motors, and boats with outboard motors 
no larger than 7% horsepower may be 
used in refuge lakes and impoundments; 
no restriction on sizes or types of boats 
and motors used in canals or rivers. 

(e) Description of areas open to 
fishing; 

Fishing is permitted in accordance 
with (a) above on the posted area which 
comprises approximately 142,000 acres 
and 99.5 percent of the total refuge and 
which is described as follows: 

Entire refuge, except water bird nest¬ 
ing sites suitably posted as closed areas. 

(f) Other provisions: 

(1) The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33. 

(2) A Federal permit is not required 
to enter the public fishing area. 

(3) The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation are effective September 30, 1960, 
through October 1960. 

(4) Entry to fishing areas is restricted 
to waterways only. 

Walter A. Gresh, 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife . 

September 26,1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9166; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 


PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Lacassine National Wildlife Refuge, 
Louisiana 

The following special regulation is 
issued. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

Louisiana 

lacassine national wildlife refuge 

Sport fishing on the Lacassine National 
Wildlife refuge, Louisiana is permissible 
only under the following conditions: 

(a) Species permitted to be taken: as 
prescribed by State regulations. 

(b) Open season: from 45 minutes be¬ 
fore sunrise to 45 minutes after sunset 
September 30, 1960, through October 15 
1960. 

(c) Daily creel limits: as prescribed by 
State regulations. 

(d) Methods of fishing: 

( 1 ) Tackle: as prescribed by State 
regulations. 

( 2 ) Boats and motors: boats without 
motors and boats with outboard motors 
no larger than 7 l /z horsepower may be 
used in refuge lakes and impoundments; 
no restriction on sizes or types of boats 
and motors used in canals or rivers. 

(e) Description of areas open to 
fishing: 

Fishing is permitted in accordance 
with (a) above on the posted area which 
comprises approximately 31,000 acres 
and 99.5 percent of the total refuge and 
which is described as follows: 

Entire refuge, except wildlife concen¬ 
tration areas, suitably posted as closed 
areas. 

(f) Other provisions: 

(1) The provisions of this special re¬ 
gulation supplement the regulations 
which govern fishing on wildlife refuge 
areas generally which are set forth in 
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 33. 

(2) A Federal permit is not required to 
enter the public fishing area. 

(3) The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation are effective September 30, 1960, 
through October 15, 1960. 

(4) Entry to fishing areas is restricted 
to waterways only. 

Walter A. Gresh, 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

September 26,1960. 

[FR. Doc. 60-9167; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 
[ 26 CFR (1954) Part 20 1 
ESTATE TAX REGULATIONS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act, approved 
June 11, 1946, that the regulations set 
forth in tentative form below are pro¬ 
posed to be prescribed by the Commis¬ 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Prior to the final adoption of such reg¬ 
ulations, consideration will be given to 
any comments or suggestions pertaining 
thereto which are submitted in writing, 
in duplicate, to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, Attention: T:P, 
Washington 25, D.C., within the period 
of 30 days from the date of publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
Any person submitting written comments 
or suggestions who desires an opportu¬ 
nity to comment orally at a public hear¬ 
ing on these proposed regulations should 
submit his request, in writing, to the 
Commissioner within the 30-day period. 
In such a case, a public hearing will be 
held and notice of the time, place, and 
date will be published in a subsequent 
issue of the Federal Register. The pro¬ 
posed regulations are to be issued under 
the authority contained in section 7805 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
(68A Stat. 917; 264 U.S.C. 7805). 

[seal] Dana Latham, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

In order to conform the Estate Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 20) to sections 
66(c) and 206 (a), (c), and (e) of Public 
Law 85-866, approved September 2, 1958, 
relative to the rate at which interest is 
to be paid on estate tax and to the pay¬ 
ment in installments of the estate tax 
attributable to inclusion in the gross 
estate of an interest in a closely held 
business, such regulations are amended 
as follows: 

Paragraph 1. Paragraph (b) of 
§ 20.6151-1 is amended by inserting new 
subparagraph (3) to read as follows: 

§ 20.6151—1 Time and place for paying 
lax shown on the return. 
***** 

(b) Extension of time for pay¬ 
ing. * * * 

(3) Interest in a closely held business. 
For provisions relating to payment in 
installments of the estate tax attributable 
to inclusion in the gross estate of an in¬ 
terest in a closely held business, see 
§§ 20.6166-1 through 20.6166-4. 

Par. 2. Section 20.6161 is amended by 
revising subsection (a) (2) of section 6161 
and by adding a historical note to read 
as follows: 

§ 20.6161 Statutory provisions; exten¬ 
sion of time for paying tax. 

Sec. 6161. Extension of time for paying 
tax —(a) Amount determined by taxpayer on 
return. * * * 


(2) Estate tax. If the Secretary or his 
delegate finds— 

(A) That the payment, on the due date, 
of any part of the amount determined by the 
executor as the tax imposed by chapter 11, 

(B) That the payment, on the date fixed 
for the payment of any installment under 
section 6166, of any part of such installment 
(including any part of a deficiency prorated 
to an installment the date for payment of 
which had not arrived), or 

(C) That the payment upon notice and 
demand of any part of a deficiency prorated 
under the provisions of section 6166 to in¬ 
stallments the date for payment of which 
had arrived, 

would result in undue hardship to the estate, 
he may extend the time for payment for a 
reasonable period not in excess of 10 years 
from the date prescribed by section 6151(a) 
for payment of the tax. 

***** 

[Sec. 6161 as amended by sec. 206(c), Small 
Business Tax Revision Act 1958 (72 Stat. 
1684)] 

Par. 3. Paragraph (a) and (c) of 
§ 20.6161-1 are amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 20.6161—1 Extension of time for pay¬ 
ing tax shown on the return. 

(a) In any case where the district di¬ 
rector finds that payment on the due 
date of any part of the tax shown on the 
return, or payment of any part of an 
installment under section 6166 (includ¬ 
ing any part of a deficiency prorated to 
an installment the date for payment of 
which had not arrived) on the date fixed 
for payment thereof, would impose un¬ 
due hardship upon the estate, he may 
extend the time for payment for a period 
or periods not to exceed one year for any 
one period and for all periods not to 
exceed more than 10 years from the date 
prescribed in section 6151(a) for pay¬ 
ment of the tax. See paragraph (a) of 
§ 20.6151-1. In addition, if the district 
director finds that payment upon notice 
and demand of any part of a deficiency 
prorated under the provisions of section 
6166 to installments the date for pay¬ 
ment of which had arrived would impose 
undue hardship upon the estate, he may 
extend the time for payment for a simi¬ 
lar period or periods. 

***** 

(c) An application for such an exten¬ 
sion must be in writing and must con¬ 
tain, or be supported by, information in 
a written statement declaring that it is 
made under penalties of perjury, showing 
the undue hardship that would result to 
the estate if the requested extension 
were refused. The application, with the 
supporting information, must be filed 
with the district director. When re¬ 
ceived, it will be examined, and, if pos¬ 
sible, within 30 days will be denied, 
granted, or tentatively granted subject 
to certain conditions of which the execu¬ 
tor will be notified. The district director 
will not consider an application for such 
an extension of time for payment of the 
tax or of an installment under section 
6166 (including any part of a deficiency 
prorated to an installment the date for 
payment of which had not arrived) un¬ 
less the extension is applied for on or 
before the date fixed for payment of the 


tax or the installment. Similarly, the 
district director will not consider an ap¬ 
plication for such an extension of time 
for payment of any part of a deficiency 
prorated under the provisions of section 
6166 to installments the date for pay¬ 
ment of which had arrived, unless the 
extension is applied for on or before the 
date prescribed for payment of the defi¬ 
ciency as shown by the notice and de¬ 
mand from the district director. If the 
executor desires to obtain an additional 
extension of time for payment of any 
part of the tax shown on the return, or 
any part of an installment under section 
6166 (including any part of a deficiency 
prorated to an installment), it must be 
applied for on or before the date of the 
expiration of the previous extension. 
The granting of the extension of time 
for paying the tax is discretionary with 
the district director and his authority 
will be exercised under such conditions 
as he may deem advisable. If, in the 
mistaken belief that an estate satisfies 
the requirements of section 6166, the ex¬ 
ecutor, within the time prescribed in 
paragraph (e) of § 20.6166-1, files a noti¬ 
fication of election to pay estate tax in 
installments, the notification of election 
to pay tax in installments will be treated 
as a timely filed application for an ex¬ 
tension, under section 6161, of time for 
payment of the tax if the executor so 
requests, in writing, within a reasonable 
time after being notified by the district 
director that the estate does not satisfy 
the requirements of section 6166. A re¬ 
quest that the election under section 
6166 be treated as a timely filed appli¬ 
cation for an extension under section 
6161 must contain, or be supported by, 
information in a written statement de¬ 
claring that it is made under penalties 
of perjury, setting forth the period of 
the extension requested, and showing 
the undue hardship that would result 
if the requested extension were refused. 

Par. 4. Paragraph (a) of § 20.6161-2 
is amended to read as follows: 


§ 20.6161-2 Extension of time for pay¬ 
ing deficiency in tax. 

(a) In any case in which the district 
director finds that payment, on the date 
prescribed therefor, of any part oi a 
deficiency would impose undue hardship 
upon the estate, he may extend the time 
for payment for a period or periods no 
to exceed one year for any one P e ?r 
and for all periods not to exceed to 
years from the date prescribed for pay¬ 
ment thereof. However, see § 20 ; bl ! ) , i ^ 
for extensions of time for payment oi 
part of a deficiency which is prorated 
installments under the provisions 


action 6166. 

Par. 5. Immediately after § 20.6165- 
he following new sections are insei 

i 20.6166 Statutory provisions; 

sion of time for payment o < 1 £ 

tax where estate consists large ; 
interest in closely held business. 

Sec. 6166. Extension of time /or , 

>/ estate tax where estate consists Z, ten . 
nterest in closely held business—- (a ) s t 
ion permitted. If the value of an , de d 
n a closely held business which is tocu 
„ — Li — crrnss estate of a aeoe 
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dent who was (at the date of his death) a 
citizen or resident of the United States 
exceeds either— 

(1) 35 percent of the value of the gross 
estate of such decedent, or 

(2) 50 percent of the taxable estate of 
such decedent, 

the executor may elect to pay part or all of 
the tax imposed by section 2001 in two or 
more (but not exceeding 10) equal install¬ 
ments. Any such election shall be made 
not later than the time prescribed by section 
6075(a) for filing the return of such tax 
(including extensions thereof), and shall be 
made in such manner as the Secretary or his 
delegate shall by regulations prescribe. If 
an election under this section is made, the 
provisions of this subtitle shall apply as 
though the Secretary or his delegate were 
extending the time for payment of the tax. 
For purposes of this section, value shall be 
value determined for Federal estate tax 
purposes. 

(b) Limitation. The maximum amount 
of tax which may be paid in installments 
as provided in this section shall be an 
amount which bears the same ratio to the 
tax imposed by section 2001 (reduced by the 
credits against such tax) as the value of the 
interest in a closely held business which 
qualifies under subsection (a) bears to the 
value of the gross estate. 

(c) Closely held business. For purposes 
of this section, the term “interest in a closely 
held business” means— 

(1) An interest as a proprietor in a trade 
or business carried on as a proprietorship. 

(2) An interest as a partner in a partner¬ 
ship carrying on a trade or business, if— 

(A) 20 percent or more of the total capi¬ 
tal interest in such partnership is included 
in determining the gross estate of the de¬ 
cedent, or 

(B) Such partnership had 10 or less 

partners, 

(3) Stock in a corporation carrying on a 
trade or business, if— 

(A) 20 percent or more in value of the 
voting stock of such corporation is included 
in determining the gross estate of the dece¬ 
dent, or 

(B) Such corporation had 10 or less 

shareholders. 

For purposes of this subsection, determina¬ 
tions shall be made as of the time imme¬ 
diately before the decedent’s death. 

(d) Special rule for interests in two or 
more closely held businesses. For purposes 
of subsections (a), (b), and (h)( 1 ), inter- 
ests m two or more closely held businesses. 
With respect to each of which there is in¬ 
cluded in determining the value of the dece- 
thl 1 + S J^ oss es ^ a te more than 50 percent of 
the total vaiue of each such business, shall 

« aS an interest ^ a single closely 
business. For purposes of the 50-per- 

an intPr U ^ e i ment ° f the P recedin g sentence, 
reoreintf & Closely held business which 
D ron«,“t t ^ e ® Urvlvln S spouse’s interest in 
v ri, h ,f d by the decedent an <i the sur- 
b e tofated COn y nurdt y Property shall 

mining t* h ? vlng been included In deter- 
estatef ValUe 0f the Cedent’s gross 

an'elefunn^ pay ? ent °t installments. If 
the made under subsection (a), 

before tL‘H t ment shaU be P aid on or 
for navmen^ ^ Prescribed by section 6151(a) 
•nstahrrumf 4 ‘ he and each succeeding 
date which be paid on or before the 

scribed bv thi. 7 ear after the date Pre- 
tb ? f Preceding 'instalment? ** Paym<mt ° f 
If an ^/dency to installments. 

to Pay ,® “ under subsection (a) 

tion 2001 y i.F 1 ? f , the tax imposed by sec- 
has been* JF inata llments and a deficiency 
tetotoSSi* 1 * deficiency shall (sub! 
to)) be t .‘° n provided by subsection 

P orated to such installments. The 


part of the deficiency so prorated to any 
installment the date for payment of which 
has not arrived shall be collected at the same 
time as, and as a part of, such installment. 
The part of the deficiency so prorated to any 
installment the date for payment of which 
has arrived shall be paid upon notice and 
demand from the Secretary or his delegate. 
Tliis subsection shall not apply if the defi¬ 
ciency is due to negligence, to intentional 
disregard of rules and regulations, or to fraud 
with intent to evade tax. 

(g) Time for payment of interest. If the 
time for payment of any amount of tax has 
been extended under this section, interest 
payable under section 6601 on any unpaid 
portion of such amount shall be paid an¬ 
nually at the same time as, and as a part 
of, each installment payment of the tax. 
Interest, on that part of a deficiency prorated 
under this section to any installment the 
date for payment of which has not arrived, 
for the period before the date fixed for the 
last installment preceding the assessment of 
the deficiency, shall be paid upon notice and 
demand from the Secretary or his delegate. 
In applying section 6601(b) (relating to the 
application of the 4-percent rate of interest 
in the case of certain extensions of time to 
pay estate tax) in the case of a deficiency, 
the entire amount which is prorated to in¬ 
stallments under this section shall be treated 
as an amount of tax the payment of which 
is extended under this section. 

(h) Acceleration of payment— (1) With¬ 
drawal of funds from business; disposition 
of interest —(A) If— 

(i) Aggregate withdrawals of money and 
other property from the trade or business, 
an interest in which qualifies under subsec¬ 
tion (a), made with respect to such interest, 
equal or exceed 50 percent of the value of 
such trade or business, or 

(ii) 50 percent or more in value of an 
interest in a closely held business which 
qualifies under subsection (a) is distributed, 
sold, exchanged, or otherwise disposed of, 

then the extension of time for payment of 
tax provided in this section shall cease to 
apply, and any unpaid portion of the tax 
payable in installments shall be paid upon 
notice and demand from the Secretary or his 
delegate. 

(B) In the case of a distribution in 
redemption of stock to which section 303 (or 
so much of section 304 as relates to section 
303) applies — - 

(i) Subparagraph (A) (i) does not apply 
with respect to withdrawals of money and 
other property distributed; and for purposes 
of such subparagraph the value of the trade 
or business shall be considered to be such 
value reduced by the amount of money and 
other property distributed, and 

(ii) Subparagraph (A) (ii) does not apply 
with respect to the stock redeemed; and for 
purposes of such subparagraph the interest 
in the closely held business shall be con¬ 
sidered to be such interest reduced by the 
value of the stock redeemed. 

This subparagraph shall apply only if, on 
or before the date prescribed by subsection 
(e) for payment of the first installment 
which becomes due after the date of the 
distribution, there is paid an amount of the 
tax imposed by section 2001 not less than 
the amount of money and other property 
distributed. 

(C) Subparagraph (A) (ii) does not apply 
to an exchange of stock pursuant to a plan 
of reorganization described in subparagraph 
(D), (E), or (F) of section 368(a)(1) nor 
to an exchange to which section 355 (or so 
much of section 356 as relates to section 355) 
applies; but any stock received in such an 
exchange shall be treated for purposes of 
such subparagraph as an interest qualifying 
under subsection (a). 

(D) Subparagraph (A) (ii) does not apply 
to a transfer of property of the decedent by 


the executor to a person entitled to receive 
such property under the decedent’s will or 
under the applicable law of descent and 
distribution. 

(2) Undistributed income of estate. (A) 
If an election is made under this section and 
the estate has undistributed net income for 
any taxable year after its fourth taxable 
year, the executor shall, on or before the 
date prescribed by law for filing the income 
tax return for such taxable year (including 
extensions thereof), pay an amount equal 
to such undistributed net income in liquida¬ 
tion of the unpaid portion of the tax payable 
in installments. 

(B) For purposes of subparagraph (A), the 
undistributed net income of the estate for 
any taxable year is the amount by which the 
distributable net income of the estate for 
such taxable year (as defined in section 643) 
exceeds the sum of— 

(1) The amounts for such taxable year 
specified in paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 
661(a) (relating to deduction for distribu¬ 
tions, etc.); 

(ii) The amount of tax imposed for the 
taxable year on the estate under chapter 1; 
and 

(iii) The amount of the Federal estate tax 
(including interest) paid by the executor 
during the taxable year (other than any 
amount paid pursuant to this paragraph). 

(3) Failure to pay installment. If any in¬ 
stallment under this section is not paid on 
or before the date fixed for its payment by 
this section (including any extension of time 
for the payment of such installment), the 
unpaid portion of the tax payable in install¬ 
ments shall be paid upon notice and demand 
from the Secretary or his delegate. 

^(i) Transitional rules— (1) In general. 

(A) A deficiency in the tax imposed by 
section 2001 is assessed after the date of the 
enactment of this section, and 

(B) The estate qualifies under paragraph 
(1) or (2) of subsection (a), 

the executor may elect to pay the deficiency 
in installments. This subsection shall not 
apply if the deficiency is due to negligence, 
to intentional disregard of rules and regula¬ 
tions, or to fraud with intent to evade tax. 

(2) Time of election. An election under 
this subsection shall be made not later than 
60 days after issuance of notice and demand 
by the Secretary or his delegate for the pay¬ 
ment of the deficiency, and shall be made in 
such manner as the Secretary or his delegate 
shall by regulations prescribe. 

(3) Effect of election on payment. If an 
election is made under this subsection, the 
deficiency shall (subject to the limitation 
provided by subsection (b)) be prorated to 
the installments which would have been due 
if an election had been timely made under 
this section at the time the estate tax return 
was filed. The part of the deficiency so 
prorated to any installment the date for 
payment of which would have arrived shall 
be paid at the time of the making of the 
election under this subsection. The portion 
of the deficiency so prorated to installments 
the date for payment of which would not 
have so arrived shall be paid at the time 
such installments would have been due if 
such an election had been made. 

(4) Application of subsection (h)(2). In 
the case of an election under this subsection, 
subsection (h) (2) shall not apply with re¬ 
spect to undistributed net income for any 
taxable year ending before January 1, 1960. 

(j) Regulations. The Secretary or his 
delegate shall prescribe such regulations as 
may be necessary to the application of this 
section. 

(k) Cross references —(1) Interest. For 
provisions requiring the payment of interest 
at the rate of 4 percent per annum for the 
period of an extension, see section 6601(b). 

(2) Security. For authority of the Secre¬ 
tary or his delegate to require security in 
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the case of an extension under this section, 
see section 6165. 

(3) Period of limitation. For extension 
of the period of limitation in the case of 
an extension under this section, see section 
6503(d). 

[Sec. 6166 as added by sec. 206(a) Small 
Business Tax Revision Act 1958 (72 Stat. 
1681)] 

§ 20.6166-1 Extension of time for pay¬ 
ment of estate tax where estate con¬ 
sists largely of interest in closely held 
business. 

(a) In general. Section 6166 provides 
that where the value of an interest in 
a closely held business which is included 
in the gross estate of a decedent who 
was a citizen or resident of the United 
States at the time of his death, exceeds 
either (1) 35 percent of the value of the 
gross estate, or (2) 50 percent of the 
taxable estate, the executor may elect 
to pay part or all of the Federal estate 
tax in installments. The election to pay 
the tax in installments applies to de¬ 
ficiencies in tax as well as to the tax 
shown on the return, unless the defi¬ 
ciency is due to negligence, to intentional 
disregard of rules and regulations, or 
to fraud with intent to evade tax. Ex¬ 
cept as otherwise provided in section 
6166(i) and § 20.6166-4, the provisions 
of section 6166 and this section apply 
only if the due date of the return is after 
September 2, 1958. See § 20.6166-4 for 
special rules applicable where the dece¬ 
dent died after August 16, 1954, and the 


due date of the return was on or before 
September 2, 1958. See also § 20.6075-1 
for the due date of the return, and 
§ 20.6166-2 for definition of the term 
“interest in a closely held business.” 
Since the election must be made on or 
before the due date of the return, the 
provisions of section 6166 will not apply 
to a deficiency in a case where, for what¬ 
ever reason, no election was made to pay 
in installments the tax shown on the re¬ 
turn. The general administrative pro¬ 
visions of subtitle F of the Code are 
applicable in connection with an elec¬ 
tion by the executor to pay the estate 
tax in installments in the same manner 
in which they are applied in a case where 
an extension of time under section 6161 
is granted for payment of the tax. See 
paragraph (a) of § 20.6165-1 for provi¬ 
sions requiring the furnishing of security 
for the payment of the tax in cases where 
an extension is granted under section 
6161. 

(b) Limitation on amount of tax pay¬ 
able in installments. The amount of 
estate tax which the executor may elect 
to pay in installments is limited to an 
amount A, which bears the same ratio to 
B (the gross Federal estate tax, reduced 
by the credits authorized by sections 
2011 through 2014 and any death tax 
convention) as C (the value of the in¬ 
terest in a closely held business which is 
included in the gross estate) bears to% 
D (the value of the gross estate). Stated 
algebraically, the limitation (A) equals 


Value of interest in a closely held business 

which is included in the gross estate (C) ^ Gross Federal estate tax reduced by the credits 

Value of gross estate (D) authorized by sections 2011 through 2014 and 

any death tax convention (B). 


The executor may elect to pay in in¬ 
stallments an amount less than the 
amount computed under the limitation 
in this paragraph. For example, if the 
total estate tax payable is $100,000 and 
the amount computed under the limita¬ 
tion in this paragraph is $60,000, the 
executor may elect to pay in installments 
some lesser sum such as $30,000, in which 
event the executor must pay $73,000 to 
the district director on or before the date 
prescribed by section 6151(a) for pay¬ 
ment of the tax. Of such payment, 
$70,000 represents tax which the exec¬ 
utor either could not elect to pay in in¬ 
stallments or did not choose to so elect, 
and $3,000 represents a payment of the 
first installment of the tax which the 
executor elected to pay in installments. 

(c) Number of installments and dates 
for payment. The executor may elect to 
pay part or all of the tax (determined 
after application of the limitation con¬ 
tained in paragraph (b) of this section) 
in two or more, but not exceeding 10, 
equal annual installments. The first in¬ 
stallment Shall be paid on or before the 
date prescribed by section 6151(a) for 
payment of the tax (see paragraph (a) 
of § 20.6151-1), and each succeeding in¬ 
stallment shall be paid on or before the 
date which is one year after the date 
prescribed for the payment of the pre¬ 
ceding installment. See § 20.6166-3 for 
the circumstances under which the 
privilege of paying the tax in install¬ 
ments will terminate. 


(d) Deficiencies. The portion of a 
deficiency which may be paid in in¬ 
stallments is determined by subtracting 
the maximum amount of tax (deter¬ 
mined under paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion) which the executor could have 
elected to pay in installments on the 
basis of the return as filed from the 
maximum amount of tax (also de¬ 
termined under paragraph' (b)) which 
the executor could have elected to pay in 
installments on the basis of a return 
which reflects the adjustments which re¬ 
sulted in the deficiency. This amount is 
then prorated to the installments in 
which the executor elected to pay the 
tax. The part of the deficiency prorated 
to installments not yet due shall be paid 
at the same time as, and as a part of, 
such installments. The part of the de¬ 
ficiency prorated to installments alreafly 
paid or due shall be paid upon notice 
and demand from the district director. 
At the time the executor receives such 
notice and demand he may, of course, 
prepay the portions of the deficiency 
which have been prorated to installments 
not yet due. See paragraph (h) of this 
section. 

(e) Notice of election —(1) Filing of 
notice. The notice of election to pay the 
estate tax in installments shall be filed 
with the district director on or before 
the due date of the return. However, if 
the due date of the return is after Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1958, but before November 3, 
1958, the election will be considered as 


timely made if the notice is filed with 
the district director on or before Novem¬ 
ber 3, 1958. See § 20.6075-1 for the due 
date of the return. 

(2) Form of notice. The notice of 
election to pay the estate tax in install¬ 
ments may be in the form of a letter 
addressed to the district director. The 
executor shall state in the notice the 
amount of tax which he elects to pay in 
installments, and the total number of 
installments (including the installment 
due 15 months after the date of the de¬ 
cedent’s death) in which he elects to pay 
the tax. The properties in the gross 
estate which constitute the decedent’s 
interest in a closely held business should 
be listed in the notice, and identified by 
the schedule and item number at which 
they appear on the estate tax return. 
The notice should set forth the facts 
which formed the basis for the executor’s 
conclusion that the estate qualifies for 
the payment of the estate tax in 
installments. 

(f) Time for paying interest. Under 
the provisions of section 6601, interest 
at the rate of 4 percent per annum shall 
be paid on the unpaid balance of the 
estate tax which the executor has elected 
to pay in installments, and on the unpaid 
balance of any deficiency prorated to the 
installments. Interest on such unpaid 
balance of estate tax shall be paid an¬ 
nually at the same time as, and as a part 
of, each installment of the tax. Accord¬ 
ingly, interest is computed on the entire 
unpaid balance for the period from the 
preceding installment date to the current 
installment date, and is paid with the 
current installment. In making such a 
computation, proper adjustment shall be 
made for any advance payments made 
during the period, whether the advance 
payments are voluntary or are brought 
about by the operation of section 
6166(h)(2). In computing the annual 
interest payment, the portion of any de¬ 
ficiency which is prorated to installments 
the date for payment of which has not 
arrived shall be added to the unpai 
balance at the beginning of the annual 
period during which the assessment 
the deficiency occurs. Interest on sucn 
portion of the deficiency for the peiioa 
from the original due date of the tax 
to the date fixed for the payment of the 
last installment preceding the date oi 
assessment of a deficiency shall be l j 
upon notice and demand fron 
district director. Any extension o 
under section 6161(a) (2) (on acc 
undue hardship to the estate) i° P‘ 
ment of an installment will not extend 
the time for payment <of the int 
which is due on the installment • 
(g) Extensions of time for pay vie 
hardship cases. The provisions of s ec f 

tion 6161, under which exte ^°£f of 
time may be granted for pay hftrd- 
estate tax in cases involving un e ^ 
ship, apply to both the portion f ■ t undef 
which may be paid m installment tax 
section 6166 and the * 

which is not so payable. Thermo ^ 
a case involving undue ^£#' 6166 
executor may elect under of ttie 

to pay in installments the P t^ interes t 
tax which is attributable a ddi- 

in the closely held business and, m 
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tion, may file an application under sec¬ 
tion 6161 for an extension of time to pay 
both the portion of the tax which is not 
attributable to the interest in the 
closely held business and such of the 
installments as are payable within the 
period of the requested extension. If 
an executor files a notice of election to 
pay the tax in installments and there¬ 
after it is determined that the estate 
does not qualify for the privilege of pay¬ 
ing the tax in installments, the executor 
is not deprived of the right to request an 
extension under section 6161 of time 
for payment of the tax to which the 
purported election applied. See 
§ 20.6161-1 for the circumstances under 
which a timely filed election to pay the 
tax in installments will be treated as a 
timely filed application for an extension 
of time to pay the tax on account of 
undue hardship to the estate. 

(h) Prepayments. Voluntary pre¬ 
payment may be made at any time of 
all, or of any part, of the unpaid portion 
of the tax (including deficiencies) pay¬ 
able in installments. Voluntary pre¬ 
payments shall be applied in payment 
of such installments, installment, or 
part of an installment as the person 
making the prepayment shall designate. 
For purposes of this paragraph, a pay¬ 
ment described in paragraph (d) (2) of 
§ 20.6166-3 of tax in an amount not less 
than the amount of money or other 
property distributed in a section 303 
redemption is considered to be a volun¬ 
tary prepayment to the extent paid be¬ 
fore the date prescribed for payment of 
the first installment after the redemp¬ 
tion or, if paid on the date prescribed 
for payment of such installment, to the 
extent it exceeds the amount due on the 
installment. See paragraph (b)(3) of 
§ 20.6166-3 for the application to be 
made of the prepayment required by 
section 6166 (h) ( 2 ). 


§ 20.6166—2 Definition of an interest 
a closely held business. 

(a) In general. For purposes i 
§§ 20.6166-1, 20.6166-3, and 20.6166- 
the term “interest in a closely held bus 

ness” means 

, ^ interes t as a proprietor in 

trade or business carried on as 

proprietorship. 

(2) An interest as a partner in a pari 
nership carrying on a trade or busine; 
ii 20 percent or more of the total capit; 
interest in the partnership is include 
m determining the decedent’s gro: 

lessifartners. 1116 partnership had 10 < 

nnV in a corporation carryir 

on a trade or business if 20 percent c 

C0r nm-«\ ValUe ° f the votin S stock of tt 
thp P <w t ri 0n inc ^ uded tn determinin 
onrat® 6d v nt s gross estate or if the CO] 
P m had 10 or less shareholders. 
hr!^’ NUr !!^ er of P artner s or shart 
usrtnp number °f partners of th 

oavat Shlp ° r shareholders of the coi 
fmmart Y? determ ined as of the tim 
Ww t6ly before the de cedenfs deatl 
stonir ■ an lnteres t in a partnership, c 
siock in a corporation, is the commu 

the hn°r rt J ° f husband and wife . hot 
as na.,- and and the wife are counte 
partners or shareholders in arrivin 


at the number of partners or sharehold¬ 
ers. Simfiarly, if stock is held by co¬ 
owners, tenants in common, tenants by 
the entirety, or joint tenants, each co¬ 
owner, tenant in common, tenant by the 
entirety, or joint tenant is counted as a 
shareholder. 

(c) Carrying on a trade or business. 
(1) In order for the interest in a part¬ 
nership or the stock of a corporation 
to qualify as an interest in a closely 
held business it is necessary that the 
partnership or the corporation be en¬ 
gaged in carrying on a trade or business 
at the time of the decedent’s death. 
However, it is not necessary that all the 
assets of the partnership or the corpora¬ 
tion be utilized in the carrying on of 
the trade or business. 

(2) In the case of a trade or business 
carried on as a proprietorship, the inter¬ 
est in the closely held business includes 
only those assets of the decedent which 
were actually utilized by him in the trade 
or business. Thus, if a building was used 
by the decedent in part as a personal 
residence and in part for the carrying 
on of a mercantile business, the part of 
the building used as a residence does not 
form any part of the interest in the 
closely held business. Whether an asset 
will be considered as used in the trade or 
business will depend on the facts and 
circumstances of the particular case. 
For example, if a bank account was held 
by the decedent in his individual name 
(as distinguished from the trade or busi¬ 
ness name) and it can be clearly shown 
that the amount on deposit represents 
working capital of the business as well 
as nonbusiness funds (e.g., receipts from 
investments, such as dividends and in¬ 
terest) , then that part of the amount on 
deposit which represents working capital 
of the business will constitute a part of 
the interest in the closely held business. 
On the other hand, if a bank account is 
held by the decedent in the trade or 
business name and it can be shown that 
the amount represents nonbusiness funds 
as well as working capital, then only that 
part of the amount on deposit which 
represents working capital of the business 
will constitute a part of the interest in 
the closely held business. In a case 
where an interest in a partnership or 
stock of a corporation qualifies as an in¬ 
terest in a closely held business, the 
decedent’s entire interest in the partner¬ 
ship, or the decedent’s entire holding of 
stock in the corporation, constitutes an 
interest in a closely held business even 
though a portion of the partnership or 
corporate assets is used for a purpose 
other than the carrying on of a trade 
or business. 

(d) Interests in two or more closely 
held businesses. For purposes of para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b) of § 20.6166-1 and 
paragraphs (d) and (e) of § 20.6166-3, 
interests in two or more closely held 
businesses shall be treated as an interest 
in a single closely held business if more 
than 50 percent of the total value of each 
such business is included in determining 
the value of the decedent’s gross estate. 
For the purpose of the 50 percent re¬ 
quirement set forth in the preceding 
sentence, an interest in a closely held 
business w’hich represents the surviving 
spouse’s interest in community property 


shall be considered as having been in¬ 
cluded in determining the value of the 
decedent’s gross estate. 

§ 20.6166—3 Acceleration of payment. 

(a) In general. Under the circum¬ 
stances described in this section all or a 
part of the tax which the executor has 
elected to pay in installments shall be 
paid before the dates fixed for payment 
of the installments. Upon an estate’s 
having undistributed net .income de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (b) of this section 
for any taxable year after its fourth tax¬ 
able year, the executor shall pay an 
amount equal to such undistributed net 
income in liquidation of the unpaid por¬ 
tion of the tax payable in installments. 
Upon the happening of any of the events 
described in paragraphs (c), (d), and 

(e) of this section, any unpaid portion 
of the tax payable in installments shall 
be paid upon notice and demand from 
the district director. 

(b) Undistributed net income of es¬ 
tate. (1) If an estate has undistributed 
net income for any taxable year after 
its fourth taxable year, the executor 
shall pay an amount equal to such un¬ 
distributed net income in liquidation of 
the unpaid portion of the tax payable 
in installments. The amount shall be 
paid to the district director on or before 
the time prescribed for the filing of the 
estate’s income tax return for such tax¬ 
able year. For this purpose extensions 
of time granted for the filing of the in¬ 
come tax return are taken into consid¬ 
eration in determining the time pre¬ 
scribed for fifing the return and mak¬ 
ing such payment. In determining the 
number of taxable years, a short taxable 
year is counted as if it were a full tax¬ 
able year. 

(2) The term “undistributed net in¬ 
come” of the estate for any taxable year 
for purposes of this section is the amount 
by which the distributable net income of 
the estate, as defined in section 643, ex¬ 
ceeds the sum of— 

<i) The amount for such year speci¬ 
fied in section 661(a) (1) and (2), 

(ii) The amount of the Federal in¬ 
come tax imposed on the estate for such 
taxable year under chapter 1 of the 
Code, and 

(iii) The amount of the Federal estate 
tax, including interest thereon, paid for 
the estate during such taxable year 
(other than any amount paid by reason 
of the application of this acceleration 
rule). 

(3) The payment described in sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph shall 
be applied against the total unpaid por¬ 
tion of the tax which the executor elect¬ 
ed to pay in installments, and shall be 
divided equally among the installments 
due after the date of such payment. The 
application of this subparagraph may be 
illustrated by the following example: 

Example. The decedent died on January 
1, 1959. The executor elects under section 
6166 to pay tax in the amount of $100,000 
in 10 installments of $10,000. The first in¬ 
stallment is due on April 1,1960. The estate 
files its income tax returns on a calendar 
year basis. For its fifth taxable year (calen¬ 
dar year 1963) it has undistributed net in¬ 
come of $6,000. If the prepayment of $6,000 
required by section 6166(h)(2)(A), and due 
on or before April 15, 1964, is paid before the 
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fifth installment (due April 1, 1964), the 
$6,000 is apportioned equally among in¬ 
stallments 5 through 10, leaving $9,000 as 
the amount due on each of such install¬ 
ments. However, if the prepayment of $6,000 
is paid after the fifth installment, it is ap¬ 
portioned equally among installments 6 
through 10, leaving $8,800 as the amount due 
on each of such installments. 

(c) Failure to pay installment on or 
before due date. If any installment of 
tax is not paid on or before the date 
fixed for its payment (including any ex¬ 
tension of time for the payment thereof), 
the whole of the unpaid portion of the 
tax which is payable in installments be¬ 
comes due and shall be paid upon notice 
and demand from the district director. 
See paragraph (c) of § 20.6166-1 for the 
dates fixed for the payment of install¬ 
ments. See also § 20.6161-1 for the cir¬ 
cumstances under which an extension 
of time for the payment of an installment 
will be granted. 

(d) Withdrawal of funds from busi¬ 
ness. (1) In any case where money or 
other property is withdrawn from the 
trade or business and the aggregate 
withdrawals of money or other property 
equal or exceed 50 percent of the value 
of the trade or business, the privilege 
of paying the tax in installments termi¬ 
nates and the whole of the unpaid por¬ 
tion of the tax which is payable in in¬ 
stallments becomes due and shall be 
paid upon notice and demand from the 
district director. The withdrawals of 
money or other property from the trade 
or business must be in connection with 
the interest therein included in the gross 
estate, and must equal or exceed 50 per¬ 
cent of the value of the entire trade or 
business (and not just 50 percent of the 
value of the interest therein included in 
the gross estate). The withdrawal must 
be a withdrawal of money or other prop¬ 
erty which constitutes “included prop¬ 
erty” within the meaning of that term 
as used in paragraph (d) of § 20.2032-1. 
The provisions of this section do not 
apply to the withdrawal of money or 
other property which constitutes “ex¬ 
cluded property” within the meaning of 
that term as used in such paragraph (d). 

(2) If a distribution in redemption of 
stock is (by reason of the provisions of 
section 303 or so much of section 304 
as relates to section 303) treated for in¬ 
come tax purposes as a distribution in 
full payment in exchange for the stock 
so redeemed, the amount of such distri¬ 
bution is not counted as a withdrawal of 
money or other property made with re¬ 
spect to the decedent’s interest in the 
trade or business for purposes of deter¬ 
mining whether the withdrawals of 
money or other property made with re¬ 
spect to the decedent’s interest in the 
trade or business equal or exceed 50 per¬ 
cent of the value of the trade or business. 
However, in the case described in the 
preceding sentence the value of the trade 
or business for purposes of applying the 
rule set forth in subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph is the value thereof re¬ 
duced by the proportionate part thereof 
which such distribution represents. The 
proportionate part of the value of the 
trade or business which the distribution 


represents is determined at the time of 
the distribution, but the reduction in the 
value of the trade or business represented 
by it relates back to the time of the de¬ 
cedent’s death, or the alternate valua¬ 
tion date if an election is made under 
section 2032, for purposes of determining 
whether other withdrawals with respect 
to the decedent’s interest in the trade or 
business constitute withdrawals equaling 
or exceeding 50 percent of the value of 
the trade or business. See example (3) 
of paragraph (e) (6) of this section for 
illustration of this principle. The rule 
stated in the first sentence of this sub- 
paragraph does not apply unless after the 
redemption, but on or before the date 
prescribed for payment of the first in¬ 
stallment which becomes due after the 
redemption, there is paid an amount of 
estate tax not less than the amount of 
money or other property distributed. 
Where there are a series of section 303 


(3) The application of this paragraph 
may be illustrated by the following ex¬ 
amples, in each of which the executor 
elected to pay the estate tax in install¬ 
ments : 

Example (1). A, who died on July 1, 1957, 
owned an 80 percent interest in a partner¬ 
ship which qualified as an interest in a 
closely held business. B owned the other 20 
percent interest in the partnership. On the 
date of A’s death the value of the business 
was $200,000 and the value of A’s interest 
therein was included in his gross estate at 
$160,000. On October 1, 1958, when the value 
of the business was the same as at A’s death, 
the executor withdrew $80,000 from the busi¬ 
ness. On December 1, 1958, when the value 
of the remaining portion of the business was 
$160,000, the executor withdrew $20,000 from 
the business and B withdrew $10,000. On 
February 1, 1959, when the value of the then 
remaining portion of the business was 
$150,000 the executor withdrew $15,000. The 
withdrawals of money or other property from 
the trade or business with respect to the 


redemptions, each redemption is treated 
separately and the failure of one re¬ 
demption to qualify under the rule 
stated in the first sentence of this sub- 
paragraph does not necessarily mean 
that another redemption will not qualify. 

interest therein included in the gross estate 
are considered as not having equaled or ex¬ 
ceeded 50 percent of the value of the trade 
or business until February 1, 1959. The 
executor is considered as having withdrawn 
40 percent of the value of the trade or busi¬ 
ness on October 1, 1958, computed as follows: 

$80,000 (withdrawal) 

,x 100 Dercent—40 percent 

$200,000 (value of trade or business at time of withdrawal) 

Immediately following the October with¬ 
drawal the remaining portion of the business 
represents 60 percent of the value of the 
trade or business in existence at the time 
of A’s death (100 percent less 40 percent 
withdrawn). The executor is considered as 

having withdrawn 7.5 percent of the value 
of the trade or business on December 1, 
1958, and B as having withdrawn 3.75 percent 
of the value thereof at that time, computed 
as follows: 

Executor’s withdrawal— 

$20,000 (withdrawal) 

v 60 percent—7.5 percent 

$160,000 (value of trade or business at time of withdrawal) 

B’s withdrawal— 

$10,000 (withdrawal) y 6Q percent=3 . 75 percent 

$160,000 (value of trade or business at time of withdrawal) 

Immediately following the December with¬ 
drawal the then remaining portion of the 
business represented 48.75 percent of the 
value of the trade or business in existence 
at the time of A’s death (100 percent less 
40 percent withdrawn by executor in October, 
7.5 percent withdrawn by executor in Decem¬ 
ber, and 3.75 percent withdrawn by B in 
December). It should be noted that while 
at this point the total withdrawals by the 
executor and B from the trade or business 
exceed 50 percent of the value thereof, the 

aggregate of the withdrawals by the execu¬ 
tor were less than 50 percent of the value 
of the trade or business. Also it should be 
noted that while the total withdrawals bj 
the executor exceeded 50 percent of the 
value of A’s interest in the trade or business, 
they did not exceed 50 percent of the value 
of the entire trade or business. The execu *°J 
is considered as having withdrawn /D 

percent of the value of the trade or business 
on February 1, 1959, computed as follows. 

$15,000 (withdrawal) 

X 48.75 percent=4.875 percent 

$150,000 (value of trade or business at time of withdrawal) 

_ . — j- r»n SeD- 


As of February 1, 1959, the total withdrawals 
from the trade or business made with re¬ 
spect to A’s interest therein was 52.375 per¬ 
cent of the value of the trade or business. 

Example (2). The decedent’s 40-percent 
interest in the XYZ partnership constituted 
an interest in a closely held business. Since 
the decedent’s interest in the closely held 
business amounted to less than 50 percent of 
the value of the business, money or other 
property equaling or exceeding 50 percent of 
the value of the business could not be with¬ 
drawn from the decedent’s interest in the 
business. Therefore, withdrawals of money 
or other property from this trade or business 
never would accelerate the payment of the 
tax under the provisions of this paragraph. 


Example (3). The decedent mcu — 
tember 1, 1957. He owned 10° sl J ares ° f , B 
Corporation (the total number ol shares o ^ 
standing at the time of his death) and ^ 
percent interest in a partnership , ion 

was the other partner. The B Corp a 

stock and the interest in the partnersh p t 

gether make up the interest m the closely 
held business which was included in 
cedent’s gross estate. The B P a( . a 
stock was included in the £™ ss t m the 
value of $400,000 and the i“ te f es * , e 0 f 
partnership was included at a ‘ htlme 
$300,000. On November 1 . 1957 , at whloh^t^ 
the value of the corporation s as . tlie 
changed, in a section 303 ^^^pora- 
PYPput.nr surrendered 26 shares of B 
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tion stock for $104,000. On December 1, 1957, 
at which time the value of the partnership’s 
assets had not changed, the partners with¬ 
drew 90 percent of the assets of the partner¬ 
ship, with the executor receiving $270,000 and 
C receiving $90,000. The estate tax amounts 
to $240,000, of which the executor elected 
under section 6166 to pay $140,000 in 10 in¬ 
stallments of $14,000 each. On December 1, 
1958, the due date for paying the estate tax 
which was not payable in installments and 
for paying the first installment under sec¬ 
tion 6166, the executor paid estate tax of 
$114,000, of which $100,000 represented the 
tax not payable in installments and $14,000 
represented the first installment. Inasmuch 
as after the section 303 distribution and on 
or before the due date of the first installment 
(December 1, 1958) after the section 303 dis¬ 
tribution the executor paid as estate tax an 
amount not less than the amount of the dis¬ 
tribution, the section 303 distribution does 
not constitute a withdrawal of money or 
other property from the business for purposes 
of section 6166(h) (1). Therefore, the value 
of the trade or business is reduced by the 
amount of the section 303 distribution. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the value of the entire trade or 
business is $696,000, of which $400,000 repre¬ 
sents the value of the partnership and 
$296,000 represents the value of the B Cor¬ 
poration stock. Since the executor is con¬ 
sidered as having withdrawn only $270,000 
(the withdrawal from the partnership) from 
the trade or business, the withdrawal of 
money or other property from the trade or 
business made with respect to the decedent’s 
interest therein was 270 , 00 %,*. 000 of the value 
of the entire trade or business, or less than 
50 percent thereof. 

(e) Disposition of interest in business, 
(1) In any case where in the aggregate 
50 percent or more of the decedent’s in¬ 
terest in a closely held business has been 
distributed, sold, exchanged, or other¬ 
wise disposed of, the privilege of paying 
the tax in installments terminates and 
the whole of the unpaid portion of the 
tax which is payable in installments be¬ 
comes due and shall be paid upon notice 
and demand from the district director. 

A transfer by the executor of an interest 
m the closely held business to a benefi- 
or . trustee named in the decedent’s 
wui or to an heir who is entitled to re- 
unc * er the applicable intestacy 
th! "? es , not c °nstitute a distribution 
whetw ln r purposes of determining 
teresHn a 50 , per , cenfc or more of an in- 
distrih ^ ^ ly held business has been 
cUsnn«i d V S ° ld ’ exc hanged, or otherwise 
toLf „°/v, Hwew ' a subsequent 

fidarv / he mterest b y the bene- 
a dkfHh, f tee ’ or heir wiu constitute 
disDositirm^v.’ Sa ?' exch ange. or other 
The dknn + thereof for such Purposes, 
an intent tl0 u- 1 ? ust be a dis P° sit ion of 
Prop4tw- w^ 1Ch ° onstit utes “included 
term as min 1 ” the meaning of that 
§ 20 2032-1 paragra Ph <d) of 

tion Th< ; provisions of this sec- 

an interest 1 „ a h P lf t0 the dis P° si tion of 
Property^ wWh- Ch .9° nstitutes “excluded 
tw m a/ns3| thl11 the meani ng of that 

(2) Th SUCh paragraph id). 

chan^edL^if 36 “ dist ributed, sold, ex- 
Prehends ° Ql ,° thsnvl ' 3e dis POsed of” com- 
interesf irfa f! osslbl ® ^’ a ys hy which an 
to form a nar^ 1 nf lh held business ceases 
term mdndes 1 ' the gross estate - The 
certificate fnr the surrender of a stock 
plete or Lvt ?°, rporafce “sets in corn- 
ration pursuant liquidation of a corpo- 
puisuant to section 331. The 


term also includes the surrender of stock 
for stock pursuant to a transaction 
described in subparagraphs (A), (B), 
or (C) of section 368(a)(1). In gen¬ 
eral the term does not, however, extend 
to transactions which are mere changes 
in form. It does not include a transfer 
of assets to a corporation in exchange 
for its stock in a transaction with respect 
to which no gain or loss would be rec¬ 
ognizable for income tax purposes under 
section 351. It does not include an 
exchange of stock in a corporation for 
stock in the same corporation or another 
corporation pursuant to a plan of re¬ 
organization described in subparagraphs 
(D), (E), or (P) of section 368(a)(1), 
nor to an exchange to which section 355 
(or so much of section 356 as relates 
to section 355) applies. However, any 
stock received in an exchange to which 
the two preceding sentences apply shall 
for purposes of this paragraph be 
treated as an interest in a closely held 
business. 

(3) An interest in a closely held busi¬ 
ness may be “distributed” by either a 
trustee who received it from the execu¬ 
tor, or a trustee of an interest which 
is included in the gross estate under 
sections 2035 through 2038, cr section 
2041. See subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph relative to the distribution 
of an interest by the executor to the per¬ 
son entitled to receive it under the dece¬ 
dent’s will or an intestacy law. 

(4) An interest in a closely held busi¬ 
ness may be “sold, exchanged, or other¬ 
wise disposed of” by (i) the executor; 
(ii) a trustee or other donee to whom 
the decedent in his lifetime transferred 
the interest included in his gross estate 
under section 2035 through 2038, or 
section 2041; (iii) a beneficiary, trustee, 
or heir entitled to receive the property 
from the executor under the decedent’s 
will or under the applicable law of 
descent and distribution, or to whom title 
to the interest passed directly under lo¬ 
cal law; (iv) a surviving joint tenant or 
tenant by the entirety; or (v) any other 
person. 

(5) If a distribution in redemption 
of stock is (by reason of the provisions 
of section 303 or so much of section 304 
as relates to section 303) treated for 
income tax purposes as a distribution 
in full payment in exchange for the 
stock redeemed, the stock so redeemed 
is not counted as distributed, sold, ex¬ 
changed, or otherwise disposed of for 
purposes of determining whether 50 
percent or more of the decedent’s inter¬ 
est in a closely held business has been 
distributed, sold, exchanged, or other¬ 
wise disposed of. However, in the case 
described in the preceding sentence the 
interest in the closely held business for 


purposes of applying the rule set forth 
in subparagraph (1) of this paragraph 
is such interest reduced by the propor¬ 
tionate part thereof which the re¬ 
deemed stock represents. The propor¬ 
tionate part of the interest which the 
redeemed stock represents is determined 
at the time of the redemption, but the 
reduction in the interest represented 
by it relates back to the time of the 
decedent’s death, or the alternate valu¬ 
ation date if an election is made under 
section 2032, for purposes of deter¬ 
mining whether other distributions, 
sales, exchanges, and dispositions of 
the decedent’s interest in the closely 
held business equal or exceed in the 
aggregate 50 percent of such interest. 
See example (3) of subparagraph (6) 
of this paragraph for illustration of 
this principle. The rule stated in the 
first sentence of this subparagraph does 
not apply unless after the redemption, 
but on or before the date prescribed 
for payment of the first installment 
which becomes due after the redemp¬ 
tion, there is paid an amount of estate 
tax not less than the amount of money 
or other property distributed. Where 
there are a series of section 303 redemp¬ 
tions, each redemption is treated 
separately and the failure of one re¬ 
demption to qualify under the rule stated 
in the first sentence of this subparagraph 
does not necessarily mean that another 
redemption will not qualify. 

(6) The application of this paragraph 
may be illustrated by the following ex¬ 
amples, in each of which the executor 
elected to pay the tax in installments: 

Example (I).. The decedent died on Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1957. He owned 8,000 of the 12,000 
shares of D Corporation outstanding at the 
time of his death and 3,000 of the 5,000 shares 
of E Corporation outstanding at that time. 
Tire D Corporation stock was included in the 
gross estate at $50 per share, or a total of 
$400,000. The E Corporation stock was in¬ 
cluded in the gross estate at $100 per share, 
or a total of $300,000. On November 1, 1958, 
the executor sold the 3,000 shares of E Cor¬ 
poration and on February 1, 1959, he sold 
1,000 shares of D Corporation. Since the de¬ 
cedent’s shares of D Corporation and E Cor¬ 
poration together constituted the interest in 
a closely held business, the value of such 
interest was $700,000 ($400,000 plus $300,000) 
and the D Corporation stock represented 
4oo,oo% 00>000 thereof and the E Corporation 
stock represented 3oo.oo% 00 , 000 thereof. While 
the sale of 3,000 shares of E Corporation on 
November 1, 1958, was a sale of the decedent’s 
entire interest in E Corporation and a sale 
of more than 50 percent of the outstanding 
stock of E Corporation, nevertheless it con¬ 
stituted a sale of only 30o.oo% 00 000 Q f the in¬ 
terest in the closely held business. The sale 
of 1,000 shares of D Corporation stock on 
February 1, 1959, represented a sale of 
50,oo<ft 00i000 of the interest in the closely held 
business. The numerator of $50,000 is de¬ 
termined as follows: 


1,000 (shares sold) 


*}VVU ^ olldl Co bUlU J 

8 ,000 (shares owned) x$400 ' 000 (value of shares owned, as included in gross estate) 


Taken together the two sales represented a 

sale of 50 percent l 00Q J of the interest 

in the closely held business. Therefore, as 
of February 1, 1959 (the date of the sale of 
1,000 shares of E Corporation), 50 percent 
or more in value of the interest in the closely 


held business is considered as distributed, 
sold, exchanged, or otherwise disposed of. 

Example (2). The decedent died on Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1958. The interest owned by him 
in a closely held business consisted of 100 
shares of the M Corporation. On February 1, 
1959, in a section 303 redemption, 20 shares 
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were redeemed for cash and an amount 
equivalent to the proceeds was paid on the 
Federal estate tax before the date of the next 
installment. On July 1, 1959, the executor 
sold 40 of the remaining shares of the stock. 
The section 303 redemption is not considered 
to be a distribution, sale, exchange, or other 
disposition of the portion of the interest 
represented by the 20 shares redeemed. As 
a result of the section 303 redemption the 
remaining 80 shares represent the decedent’s 
entire interest in the closely held business 
for purposes of determining whether in the 
aggregate 50 percent or more of the interest 
in the closely held business has been dis¬ 
tributed, sold, exchanged, or otherwise dis¬ 
posed of. The sale on July 1, 1959, of the 
40 shares represents a sale of 50 percent of 
the interest in the closely held business. 

Example (3). The facts are the same as 
in example (2) except that the 40 shares 
were sold on December 1, 1958 (before the 
section 303 redemption was made) instead 
of on July 1, 1959 (after the section 303 
redemption was made). The sale of the 40 
shares in December represents, as of that 
date, a sale of 40 percent of the interest in 
the closely held business. However, the 
section 303 redemption of 20 shares does 
not count as a distribution, sale, exchange, 
or other disposition of the interest, but it 
does reduce the interest to 80 shares (100 
shares less 20 shares redeemed) for purposes 
of determining whether other distributions, 
sales, exchanges, and dispositions in the 
aggregate equal or exceed 50 percent of the 
interest in the closely held business. Since 
the reduction of the interest to 80 shares 
relates back to the time of the decedent’s 
death, or the alternate valuation date if an 
election is made under section 2032, the sale 
of the 40 shares, as recomputed represents 
a sale of 50 percent of the interest. How¬ 
ever, since the sale of the 40 shares did not 
represent a sale of 50 percent of the interest 
until the section 303 distribution was made, 
February 1, 1959 (the date of the section 303 
distribution) is considered the date on which 
50 percent of the interest was distributed, 
sold, exchanged, or otherwise disposed of. 

(f) Information to be furnished by 
executor . (1) If the executor acquires 
knowledge of the happening of any 
transaction described in paragraph (d) 
or (e) of this section which, in his 
opinion, standing alone or when taken 
together with other transactions of which 
he has knowledge, would result in 

(1) Aggregate withdrawals of money 
or other property from the trade or busi¬ 
ness equal to or exceeding 50 percent of 
the value of the entire trade or business, 
or 

(ii) Aggregate distributions, sales, ex¬ 
changes, and other dispositions equal to 
or exceeding 50 percent of the interest 
in the closely held business which was 
included in the gross estate, 

the executor shall so notify the district 
director, in writing, within 30 days of 
acquiring such knowledge. 

(2) On the date fixed for payment of 
each installment of tax (determined 
without regard to any extension of time 
for the payment thereof), other than the 
final installment, the executor shall fur¬ 
nish the district director, in writing, with 
either 

(i) A complete disclosure of all trans¬ 
actions described in paragraphs (d) and 
(e) of this section of which he has 
knowledge and which have not previously 
been made known by him to the district 
director, or 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

(ii) A statement that to the best 
knowledge of the executor all transac¬ 
tions described in paragraphs (d) and 
(e) of this section which have occurred 
have not produced a result described in 
subparagraph (1) (i) or (ii) of this 
paragraph. 

(3) The district director may require 
the submission of such additional infor¬ 
mation as is deemed necessary to estab¬ 
lish the estate’s right to continue 
payment of the tax in installments. 

§ 20.6166-4 Special rules applicable 
where due dale of return was before 
September 3, 1958. 

(a) In general. The privilege of pay¬ 

ing the estate tax in installments as 
described in §§ 20.6166-1 through 
20.6166-3 is available also in cases where 
the due date of the estate tax return 
is before September 3, 1958, but under 
somewhat different circumstances. 
Those differences are explained in para¬ 
graphs (b) through (e) of this section. 
Therefore, except as otherwise provided 
in paragraphs (b) through (e) of this 
section, the regulations contained in 
§§ 20.6166-1 through 20.6166-3 apply also 
in cases where the due date of the return 
is before September 3, 1958. See 

§ 20.6075-1 for the due date of the return. 

(b) Tax to which election applies. In 
a case where the due date of the return 
was before September 3, 1958, an election 
to pay estate tax in installments does not 
apply to the tax shown on the return 
nor to a deficiency in tax assessed before 
that date. It does apply to a deficiency 
in tax assessed after September 2, 1958, 
unless the deficiency is due to negligence, 
to intentional disregard of rules and 
regulations, or to fraud with intent to 
evade tax. See paragraph (d) of 
§ 20.6166-1 for the manner in which the 
amount of a deficiency attributable to an 
interest in a closely held business is 
determined. See paragraph (c) of this 
section for the method of prorating the 
deficiency to the installments. 

(c) Proration of deficiency to install¬ 
ments. The deficiency in tax which may 
be paid in installments is prorated to 
the installments which would have been 
due if the provisions of section 6166(a) 
had applied to the tax shown on the re¬ 
turn and if an election had been timely 
made at the time the estate tax return 
was filed. The part of the deficiency 
so prorated to any installment the date 
for payment of which would have arrived 
before the election is made shall be paid 
at the time the election is made. The 
portion of the deficiency so prorated to 
installments the date for payment of 
which would not have arrived before the 
election is made shall be paid at the time 
such installments would have been due 
if such an election had been made. 

(d) Notice of election. The notice of 
election to pay the deficiency in install¬ 
ments shall be filed with the district 
director not later than 60 days after 
issuance of notice and demand by the 
district director for payment of the de¬ 
ficiency. The number of installments 
in which the executor elects to pay the 
deficiency includes those installments 


the dates for payment of which would 
have arrived within the meaning of par a¬ 
graph (c) of this section. See paragraph 
(c) (2) of § 20.6166-1 for further infor¬ 
mation relative to the notice of election. 

(e) Undistributed income of estate.. 
In any case where the due date of the 
estate tax return was before Septem¬ 
ber 3, 1958, the provisions of paragraph 
(b) of § 20.6166-3 (providing for accel¬ 
eration of payment of estate tax by 
amount of estate’s undistributed net in¬ 
come for any taxable year after its fourth 
taxable year) shall not apply with re¬ 
spect to the estate’s undistributed net 
income for any taxable year ending be¬ 
fore January 1, 1960. 

Par. 6. Section 20.6601 is amended by 
revising subsection (b) of section 6601 
and by adding a historical note to read 
as follows: 

§ 20.6601 Statutory provisions; interest 
on underpayment, nonpayment, or 
extensions of time for payment, of 
tax. 

Sec. 6601. Interest on underpayment, non¬ 
payment, or extensions of time for payment, 
of tax. * * * 

(b) Extensions of time for payment of 
estate tax. If the time for payment of an 
amount of tax imposed by chapter 11 is 
extended as provided in section 6161(a)(2) 
or 6166, or if the time for payment of an 
amount of such tax is postponed or extended 
as provided by section 6163, interest shall be 
paid at the rate of 4 percent, in lieu of 6 
percent as provided in subsection (a). 
***** 

[Sec. 6601 as amended by sec. 66(c), Techni¬ 
cal Amendments Act 1958 (72 Stat. 1658); 
sec. 206(e), Small Business Tax Revision Act 
1958 (72 Stat. 1685)] 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9180; Filed, Sept. 30, I960; 

8:52 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 927 1 


[Docket No. AO-71-A40] 

MILK IN NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY 
- MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Extension of Time for Filing 
Exceptions to Recommended Deci- 
sion on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act v 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 ets Q- » 
and the applicable rules of P ra< ^.® 0 f 
procedure governing the formulat 
marketing agreements and ma eby 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is here y 
given that the time for filing exceptions 
to the recommended decision with J ‘ 1 , 
to the proposed amendments to ^ 
tentative marketing agreement an 
the order regulating the handling f 
in the New York-New Jersey market^ 
area, which was issued Septembe , ^ 

(25 F.R. 8610), is hereby extend 





Saturday, October 1, 1960 
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Dated: September 28, 1960, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Roy W. Lennartson, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9183; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:53 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[14 CFR Parts 600, 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-NY-99] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND CONTROL 
AREAS 

Designation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 

409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to Parts 600 and 601 of 
the regulations of the Administrator, 
the substance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration a proposal by the 
Air Transport Association for designa¬ 
tion of a VOR Federal airway from 
Martinsburg, W. Va., to Philipsburg, Pa. 
In addition to this proposal, the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering the des¬ 
ignation of a VOR Federal airway from 
Philipsburg to Wellsville, N.Y. The des¬ 
ignation of these VOR airways, in com¬ 
bination with segments of existing VOR 
airways, would provide a more direct 
route for air traffic operating between 
Washington, D.C., and the Buffalo/Ro¬ 
chester, N.Y., terminal areas. 

If these actions are taken, VOR Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 501 and its associated 
control areas would be designated from 
Martinsburg, W. Va., VORTAC via St. 
Thomas, Pa., VOR; Philipsburg, Pa., 
VORTAC; Slate Run, Pa., VOR, to the 
Wellsville, N.Y., VOR. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Federal Building, New 
York International Airport, Jamaica 30, 
N.Y. All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
Proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Management Division Chief, 
the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi- 
ion, Federal Aviation Agency, Wash- 
gton 25, D.C. Any data, views or 
g ^ men ^ s presented during such 
nferences must also be submitted in 
writing j n accordance with this notice 
fnr° 1Cler .^ 0 become part of the record 
tnm C ? n - sic ^ er ^^ on ' The Proposal con- 
ir , nT , in n °tice may be changed 
he light of comments received, 
he official Docket will be available 
/ J^Xciniination by interested persons 
he Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, R 00 m B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 

No. 192_ 3 


informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Management Division 
Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9143; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


C 14 CFR Part 601 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-FW-67] 

CONTROL AREAS 

Designation of Extension 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 

409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to Part 601 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration the designation of a 
control area extension at Kinston, N.C., 
to include the area northeast of Kinston 
bounded by parallel lines 9 miles north¬ 
west and 5 miles southeast of the 047° 
True radial of the Kinston VOR extend¬ 
ing from the VOR to 18 miles northeast, 
excluding that portion above 6,000 feet 
MSL which coincides with the Cherry 
Point, N.C., Restricted Area (R-125). 
This control area extension would pro¬ 
vide protection for aircraft operating 
under instrument 'flight rule conditions 
while executing arrival and departure 
procedures to and from Stallings Field, 
Kinston, N.C. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Fort Worth 1, Tex. All communications 
received within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Agency 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Management Field 
Division Chief, or the Chief, Airspace 
Utilization Division, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Washington 25, D.C. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this no¬ 
tice in order to become part of the record 
for consideration. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 


for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Management Field 
Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27,1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division, 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9136; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 601 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-LA-67] 

CONTROL ZONE 
Modification 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 

409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to §601.2177 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Las Vegas, Nev., control zone Is 
designated within a 5-mile radius of 
McCarran Field, Las Vegas, Nev., ex¬ 
tending 2 miles either side of the south¬ 
west course of the Las Vegas, Nev., radio 
range to and including a 5-mile radius of 
the Las Vegas, Nev. (now Nellis) Air 
Force Base. The control zone as pres¬ 
ently designated, provides adequate pro¬ 
tection for aircraft executing prescribed 
instrument approach procedures at Mc¬ 
Carran Field and Nellis AFB with the 
exception of the jet aircraft approach 
procedure at Nellis AFB based on the 
032° True radial of the Las Vegas 
VORTAC and a portion of the procedure 
based on the southwest course of the 
Las Vegas radio range. The Federal 
Aviation Agency has under considera¬ 
tion redesignation of this control zone to 
include an extension within 2 miles 
either side of the 032° True radial of the 
Las Vegas VORTAC extending from the 
McCarran Field 5-mile radius zone to 
the Las Vegas AFB 5-mile radius zone. 
This would protect aircraft conducting 
instrument approaches to Nellis AFB 
based on the 032° True radial of the 
VORTAC. The instrument approach 
procedure based on the southwest course 
of the Las Vegas radio range is being 
revised so that aircraft on final approach 
would be afforded protection by the 
present control zone. 

If this action is taken, the Las Vegas, 
Nev., control zone would be redesignated 
as follows: Within a 5-mile radius of 
McCarran Field (latitude 36°05'06" N., 
longitude 115°09'37" W.); within a 5- 
mile radius of Nellis AFB (latitude 
36°14'45" N., longitude 115°02'00" W.) ; 
including the area within 2 miles either 
side of the southwest course of the Las 
Vegas radio range and within 2 miles 
either side of the Las Vegas VORTAC 
032° True radial, extending from the 
McCarran Field 5-mile radius zone to 
the Nellis AFB 5-mile radius zone. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
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may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, 5651 West Man¬ 
chester Avenue, P.O. Box 90007, Airport 
Station, Los Angeles 45, Calif. All com¬ 
munications received within forty-five 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made 
by contacting the Regional Air Traffic 
Management Field Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Management Field Division 
Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 27, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9137; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.J 


[14 CFR Part 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-KC-64] 

CONTROL ZONE 
Modification 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.2050 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Garden City, Kansas, control zone 
is presently designated within a 5-mile 
radius of the new Garden City Municipal 
Airport, within 2 miles either side of the 
north course of the Garden City radio 
range extending from the radio range 
to a point 12 miles north, within 2 miles 
either side of a line bearing 144° True 
extending from the radio range station 
to the airport and within 2 miles either 
side of the 005°, 024°, 121°, 167°, 253°, 
and 322° True radials of the Garden City 
VOR extending to 12 miles from the 
VOR. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration the modification of 
this control zone as follows: 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

1. Revoke the control zone extension 
based on the north course of the radio 
range. The prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach procedure based on this course 
is being revised, and the associated con¬ 
trol zone extension would no longer be 
required. 

2. Revoke the control zone extensions 
based on the 005°, 024°, 121°, 167°, 253° 
and 322° True radials of the VOR. The 
instrument approach procedures based 
on these radials of the VOR are being 
cancelled, and the associated control 
zone extensions would no longer be 
required. 

3. Designate control zone extensions 
based on the 004° and 171° True radials 
of the VOR extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12 miles north and south 
of the VOR. The designation of these 
extensions would provide protection for 
aircraft executing prescribed instru¬ 
ment approach procedures at New Gar¬ 
den City Airport during instrument flight 
rule weather conditions. 

If this action is taken, the Garden 
City, Kansas, control zone vrould be des¬ 
ignated within a 5-mile radius of the 
New Garden City Airport (latitude 37 °- 
56'08" N., longitude 100 o 43'46” W.), 
within 2 miles either side of the 144° 
True bearing from the radio range ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
the radio range and within 2 miles either 
side of the 004° and 171° True radials 
of the VOR extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12 miles north and south 
of the VOR. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost 
Avenue, Kansas City 10, Mo. All com¬ 
munications received within forty-five 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Agency officials may be 
made by contacting the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Field Division Chief, 
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing¬ 
ton 25, D.C. Any data, views or argu¬ 
ments presented during such conferences 
must also be submitted in writing in 
accordance with this notice in order to 
become part of the record for considera¬ 
tion. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Field Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9138; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 601 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-FW-74] 

CONTROL ZONE 
Modification 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.2288 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Longview, Tex., control zone is 
presently designated within a 5-mile 
radius of Gregg County Airport, within 
2 miles either side of a line bearing 188° 
True from the airport extending from 
the airport to a point 10 miles south, and 
within 2 miles either side of the 313° 
True radial of the Gregg County, Tex., 
VOR extending from the VOR to a point 
10 miles north. The Federal Aviation 
Agency has under consideration modifi¬ 
cation of the Longview control zone. 
The northwest control zone extension 
based on the 313° True radial of the 
Gregg County VOR would be extended 
to 12 miles northwest. This would pro¬ 
vide protection for aircraft executing the 
prescribed instrument approach to Gregg 
County Airport. The prescribed instru¬ 
ment approach procedure at the Gregg 
County Airport based on the 188° True 
bearing from the airport has been can¬ 
celled. Therefore, the south control zone 
extension is no longer required and is 
proposed for revocation. 

If this action is taken, the Longview, 
Tex., control zone would be designated 
within a 5-mile radius of the Gregg 
County Airport (latitude 32 0 23'15" N., 
longitude 94°42'50" W.), and within 2 
miles either side of the 313° True radial 
of the Gregg County, Tex., VOR extend¬ 
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to 12 
miles northwest of the VOR. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, Fort 
Worth 1, Tex. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before ac¬ 
tion is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements 

for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be ma jr 
by contacting the Regional Air Tramc 
Management Field Division Chief, or 
the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divisio - 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washingto 
25, D.C. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences mu 
also be submitted in writing in accoi. - 
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ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of com¬ 
ments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Management Field 
Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26,1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9139; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-FW-68] 

CONTROL ZONE 
Modification 


Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.2131 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Augusta, Ga., control zone is 
presently designated within a 5-mile 
radius of Bush Field, Augusta, Ga., ex¬ 
tending 2 miles either side of a direct 
line from Bush Field to the Augusta 
radio range station and extending 2 miles 
either side of the west course of the 
Augusta radio range to a point 10 miles 
west of the radio range station and 
within 2 miles either side of the Augusta 
ILS localizer north (back) course ex¬ 
tending to a point 8 miles north of the 
localizer. 


The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration the modification of 
this control zone as follows: 


1. Revoke the control zone extension 
based on the west course of the radic 
range and revoke the control zone ex- 
ension based on the ILS localizer north 
(back) course. The prescribed instru¬ 
ment approach procedures to Bush Field 
using the radio range and the ILS local¬ 
izer are being revised and the control 
zone extension based on the west course 
of the radio range and the ILS localizer 
°i th (back) course would no longer be 
required for the protection of aircraft. 

• Redesignate the northwest control 
zone extension based on a direct line 
to the radio range b$ 
it as within 2 miles either 
the 130 ° True bear ing from the 
rad o range extending from the 5-mile 

lad us zone tQ the rad . o range Th . £ 

urn provide protection for aircraft 


executing the prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach procedures based on the radio 
range and would not encompass addi¬ 
tional area. 

3. Designate an extension within 2 
miles either side of the 141° True radial 
of the Augusta VOR extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to 2.5 miles northwest. 
This extension would provide protection 
for aircraft executing prescribed instru¬ 
ment approach procedures utilizing the 
Augusta VOR. 

4. Exclude the portion of this control 
zone which would coincide with the 
Savannah River, Ga., Prohibited Area 
(P-387). 

If these actions are taken, the Augusta, 
Ga., control zone would be designated 
within a 5-mile radius of Bush Field, 
Augusta, Ga. (latitude 33°22'05" N., 
longitude 81°57'40" W.), and within 2 
miles either side of the 130° True bear¬ 
ing from the Augusta radio range ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
the radio range; within 2 miles either 
side of the 141° True radial of the 
Augusta VOR extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 2.5 miles northwest, ex¬ 
cluding that portion which would co¬ 
incide with the Savannah River, Ga., 
Prohibited Area (P-378). 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Fort Worth 1, Tex. All communications 
received within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Man¬ 
agement Field Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exam¬ 
ination at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Field Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9140; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-FW-63] 

CONTROL ZONE 
Modification 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 601.2357 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Brunswick, Georgia, control zone 
is presently designated within a 5-mile 
radius of NAAS Glynco, Brunswick, 
Georgia, and within 2 miles either side 
of the northeast course of the Glynco 
(Navy) radio range extending from the 
radio range station to 10 miles north¬ 
east excluding the portion which over¬ 
laps the McKinnon Airport control zone, 
Brunswick, Georgia. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration the modification of 
the Brunswick control zone. The De¬ 
partment of the Navy has informed the 
Federal Aviation Agency that the NAS 
Glynco low frequency radio range is 
scheduled to be decommissioned in the 
near future and that the TACAN and 
UHF/ADF instrument approach proce¬ 
dures have been revised. It is therefore 
proposed to redesignate the Brunswick, 
Georgia, control zone within a 5-mile ra¬ 
dius of NAS Glynco (latitude 31°15'31" 
N., longtitude 81°28'01" W.), within 2 
miles either side of the 055° True 
radial of the Glynco TACAN (latitude 
31°15'33" N., longitude 81°27'31" W.), 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 7 miles northeast of the TACAN, 
within 2 miles either side of the 250° 
True radial of the Glynco TACAN ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
9 miles southwest of the TACAN and 
excluding that portion which coincides 
with the McKinnon Airport control zone, 
Brunswick, Georgia. This modification 
would provide protection for aircraft 
conducting the prescribed TACAN and 
UHF/ADF instrument approach proce¬ 
dures at NAS Glynco. ^ 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Field Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Fort Worth 1, Tex. All communications 
received within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Manage¬ 
ment Field Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exam¬ 
ination at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Field Division 
Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 752; 
49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9141; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 601 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-NY-92] 

CONTROL ZONES AND CONTROL 
AREAS 

Designation of Control Zone and 
Control Area Extension 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR, 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to Part 601 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator, the substance 
of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration the following pro¬ 
posed airspace actions: 

1. Designation of a control zone at 

Bluefield, West Virginia, within a 5-mile 
radius of the Mercer County Airport 
(latitude 37°17'45" N., longitude 

81°12'29" W.), and within 2 miles either 
side of the 047° True radial of the Blue- 
field VOR extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12 miles northeast of the 
VOR. 

2. Designation of a control area exten¬ 
sion at Bluefield, West Virginia, to in¬ 
clude the area northeast of the Bluefield 
VOR bounded on the northeast by VOR 
Federal airway No. 59, on the southeast 
by VOR Federal airway No. 140, on the 
southwest by VOR Federal airway No. 45, 
and on the northwest by a line eight 
miles northwestr of and parallel to the 
047° .True radial of the Bluefield VOR. 

The designation of this control zone 
and control area extension would provide 
protection for aircraft conducting pre¬ 
scribed instrument approach, departure 
and holding procedures at the Bluefield, 
Mercer County Airport. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Management Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, Federal Building, 
New York International Airport, Ja¬ 
maica 30, N.Y. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 


time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by contact¬ 
ing the Regional Air Traffic Management 
Division Chief, or the Chief, Air¬ 
space Utilization Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Washington 25, D.C. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26,1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9142; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Pari 602 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-229] 

CODED JET ROUTES 
Modification 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to §§ 602.523, 602.526, 
602.545, 602.551, 602.553, and 602.555, of 
the regulations of the Administrator, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

VOR/VORTAC jet route No. 23 pres¬ 
ently extends in part from the Wichita 
Falls, Tex., VORTAC to the Oklahoma 
City, Okla., VORTAC. VOR/VORTAC 
jet route No. 26 presently extends in part 
from the El Paso, Tex., VOR to the Ros¬ 
well, N. Mex., VOR. VOR/VORTAC jet 
route No. 45 presently extends in part 
from the Nashville, Tenn., VORTAC to 
the St. Louis, Mo., VORTAC. 
VOR/VORTAC jet route No. 51 presently 
extends in part from the Columbia, S.C., 
VOR to the Raleigh, N.C., VOR. 
VOR/VORTAC jet route No. 53 presently 
extends in part from the Key West, Fla., 
VOR to the Augusta, Ga., VOR. 
VOR/VORTAC jet route No. 55 presently 
extends in part from the Florence, S.C., 
VOR to the Raleigh, N.C., VORTAC. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration modifying these jet 
routes as follows: 

1. The segment of VOR/VORTAC jet 
route No. 23 from the Wichita Falls, 
Tex., VORTAC to the Oklahoma City, 
Okla., VORTAC would be realigned via 
the intersection of the Wichita Falls, 
VORTAC 028° and the Oklahoma City, 
VORTAC 202° True radials. 


2. The segment of VOR/VORTAC jet 
route No. 26 .from the El Paso, Tex., 
VOR to the Roswell, N. Mex., VOR 
would be realigned via the intersection 
of the El Paso VOR 089° and the Ros¬ 
well VOR 213° True radials. 

3. The segment of VOR/VORTAC jet 
route No. 45 from the Nashville, Tenn., 
VORTAC to the St. Louis, Mo., VORTAC 
would be realigned via the intersection 
of the Nashville VORTAC 316° and the 
St. Louis VORTAC 129° True radials. 

4. The segment of VOR/VORTAC jet 

route No. 53 from the Key West, Fla., 
VOR to the Augusta, Ga., VOR would 
be realigned via the intersection of the 
Key West VOR 054° and the Miami, 
Fla., VORTAC 214° True radials; Mi¬ 
ami VORTAC; West Palm Beach, Fla., 
VORTAC; Vero Beach, Fla., VOR; 
intersection of the Vero Beach VOR 339° 
and the Jacksonville, Fla., VORTAC 

163° True radials; Jacksonville VOR¬ 
TAC; and the intersection of the Jack¬ 
sonville VORTAC 343° and the Augusta 
VOR 180° True radials. 

5. The segment of VOR/VORTAC jet 

route No. 55 from the Florence, S.C., 
VOR to the Raleigh, N.C., VORTAC 

would be realigned via the intersection 
of the Florence VOR 007° and the 
Raleigh VORTAC 224° True radials. 

The modification of these jet route 
segments would assist air traffic man¬ 
agement by providing sufficient area 

between the jet routes and adjacent 

special use airspace to permit the ap¬ 
plication of non-radar lateral separation 
between aircraft operating on the jet 
routes and aircraft operating in adja¬ 
cent special use airspace. In addition 
the segment of VOR/VORTAC jet route 
No. 51 from the Columbia, S.C., VOR 
to the Raleigh, N.C., VOR would be re¬ 
aligned direct from the Columbia VOR 
to the Raleigh, N.C., VOR to provide a 
shorter route for this segment of Jet 
Route 51-V. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air¬ 
space Utilization Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Washington 25, D.C. All 
communications received within forty- 
five days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register will be consid¬ 
ered before action is taken on the pro¬ 
posed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Cruel, 
Airspace Utilization Division. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitte 
in writing in accordance with this noti 
in order to become part of the reco 
for consideration. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed 
the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be availabi 
for examination by interested perso 
the Docket Section, Federal Avi atio 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, DU. 

This amendment is proposed 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of th 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 74». 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348,1354). 
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Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26,1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9134; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 602 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-232] 

CODED JET ROUTE 
Modification 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 602.515 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator the substance 
of which is stated below. 

VOR/VORTAC jet route No. 15 pres¬ 
ently extends in part from Roswell, 
N. Mex., to Albuquerque, N. Mex. The 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
modifying this segment of Jet Route 15-V 
by realigning it from the Roswell VOR 
to the Albuquerque VORTAC via the 
intersection of the Roswell VOR 319° and 
the Albuquerque VORTAC 128° True 
radials. 

The modifcation of this jet route seg¬ 
ment would assist air traffic management 
by providing sufficient area between the 
jet route segment and Restricted Area 
(R-522) to permit the application of 
non-radar lateral separation between 
aircraft operating on the jet route seg¬ 
ment and aircraft operating in the 
restricted area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air¬ 
space Utilization Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Washington 25, D.C. All 
communications received within forty- 
five days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register will be con¬ 
sidered before action is taken on the pro¬ 
posed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. Any data, 
views, or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
m order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
ught of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
oi examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. 


This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9135; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 608 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-AN-1] 

RESTRICTED AREAS 

Modification of a Restricted Area/ 
Military Climb Corridor 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 608.61 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator, the substance 
of which is stated below. 

The present Anchorage, Alaska (El- 
mendorf AFB) Restricted Area/Military 
Climb Corridor (R-561), associated with 
the Elmendorf Air Force Base, Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska, extends along the 296° True 
radial of the Elmendorf AFB TACAN 
from a point 3 miles from the west end 
of runway 23 of the Air Force Base to a 
point 25 miles from the west end of the 
runway. The lower altitude limits ex¬ 
tend in graduated steps from 3,000 feet 
to 23,000 feet; the upper limit is 27,000 
feet. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration a request by the De¬ 
partment of Air Force to modify the 
lower altitude limits of the Restricted 
Area/Military Climb Corridor by lower¬ 
ing the outer three of these steps, now 
designated as 12,500 feet, 17,500 feet, and 
23,000 feet; to 10,000 feet, 13,000 feet and 
16,000 feet respectively. This would per¬ 
mit the unrestricted operation of cen¬ 
tury series air defense aircraft under 
certain temperature conditions fre¬ 
quently encountered in this area, and 
thus reduce the fuel and operating range 
penalties now existing. 

If this action is taken the Anchorage, 
Alaska, Elmendorf Air Force Base Re¬ 
stricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
(R-561) (Chart-Alaska RF) would be 
designated as follows: 

Description. That area centered on the 
296° True radial of the Elmendorf Air Force 
Base TACAN, extending from 3 statute miles 
from the west end of Elmendorf AFB runway 
23 to 25 statute miles from the west end of 
runway 23, and having a width of 2.145 
statute miles at the beginning and expanding 
uniformly to a width of 4.3 statute miles at 
the outer extremity. 


Designated Altitudes 

3,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 3 statute 
miles west of the west end of runway 23 to 5 
statute miles west of the west end of runway 
23. 

5,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 5 to 7 
statute miles west of the west end of runway 
23. 

7,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 7 to 12 
statute miles west of the west end of runway 
23. 

10,003' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 12 to 17 
statute miles west of the west end of runway 
23. 

13,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 17 to 22 
statute miles west of the west end of runway 
23. 

16,000' MSL to 27,000' MSL from 22 to 25 
statute miles west of the west end of runway 
23. 

Time of designation, Continuous; Control¬ 
ling Agency, Anchorage Approach Control, 
FAA. 

Interested persons may. submit such 
written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Chief, Air Traffic Management Field Di¬ 
vision, Federal Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 
440, Anchorage, Alaska. All communica¬ 
tions received within forty-five days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Man¬ 
agement Field Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Management Field Division 
Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960. 

Charles W. Carmody, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9144; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

I Docket No. 12604 etc., FCC 60M-1630] 

BLUE ISLAND COMMUNITY BROAD¬ 
CASTING CO., INC., ET AL. 

Order Scheduling Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Blue Island Com¬ 
munity Broadcasting Co., Inc., Blue 
Island, Illinois, requests: 105.9 Me, No. 
290; 22.2 kw; 226.56 ft., Docket No. 12604, 
File No. BPH-2458; The News-Sun 
Broadcasting Co., Waukegan, Illinois, re¬ 
quests: 106.7 Me, No. 294; 34.7 kw; 258 
ft., Docket No. 13292, File No. BPH-2543; 
William O. Barry and H. C. Young, Jr., 
d/b as Hi-Fi Broadcasting Company, 
Chicago, Illinois, requests: 106.7 Me, No. 
294; 10.8 kw; 555 ft.. Docket No. 13293, 
File No. B PH-2589; Elmwood Park 
Broadcasting Corporation, Elmwood 
Park, Illinois, requests: 105.9 Me, No. 
290; 32 kw; 246 ft., Docket No. 13294, 
File No. BPH-2636; Mrs. Evelyn R. 
Chauvin Schoonfield (WXFM), Elmwood 
Park, Illinois, requests: Renewal of li¬ 
cense of Station WXFM (FM) (105.9 
Me, No. 290; 32 kw; 250 ft.), Docket No. 
13296, File No. BRH-179; Edward L. 
Waterman, Park Forest, Illinois, re¬ 
quests: 105.5 Me, No. 288; 1 kw; 125 ft., 
Docket No. 13708, File No. BPH-2845; 
Walter A. Hotz and Charles W. Kline 
d/b as Radio America, Chicago, Illinois, 
requests: 106.7 Me, No. 294; 60 kw; 487 
ft., Docket No. 13709, File No. BPH-2858; 
Gordon D. Boss, Harold D. Botma, Wil¬ 
liam H. Botma and Joseph J. Van Schou- 
wen d/b as Gordon Boss & Associates, 
Lansing, Illinois, requests: 106.3 Me, No. 
292; 1 kw; 239 ft., Docket No. 13710, File 
No. BPH-2977; for construction permits. 

On the Examiner's own motion: It is 
ordered, This 27th day of September 
1960, that all parties, or their counsel, in 
the above-entitled proceeding are di¬ 
rected to appear for a prehearing con¬ 
ference pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.111 of the Commission's rules, in the 
offices of the Commission, Washington, 
D.C., at 10:00 o’clock a.m., on Friday, 
October 7, 1960. 

Released: September 27, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9170; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13491-13498; FCC 60M-1636] 

BOOTH BROADCASTING CO. (WIOU) 
ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Booth Broadcast¬ 
ing Company (WIOU), Kokomo, Indi- 
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ana, Docket No. 13491, File No. BP- 
12036; Clinton Broadcasting Corporation 
(KROS), Clinton, Iowa, Docket No. 
13492, File No. BP-12665; Truth Radio 
Corporation (WTRC), Elkhart, Indiana, 
Docket No. 13493, File No. BP-12842; 
Illinois Broadcasting Company (WSOY), 
Decatur, Illinois, Docket No. 13494, File 
No. BP-12916; WJOL, Inc. (WJOL), 
Joliet, Illinois, Docket No. 13495, File No. 
BP-13054; Tri-City Radio Corporation 
(WLBC), Muncie, Indiana, Docket No. 
13496, File No. BP-13102; Radio Mil¬ 
waukee, Inc. (WRIT), Milwaukee, Wis¬ 
consin, Docket No. 13497, File No. BP- 
13158; Stevens-Wismer Broadcasting, 
Inc. (WLAV), Grand Rapids, Michigan, 
Docket No. 13498, File No. BMP-8430; 
for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a joint petition by WJOL, 
Inc. (WJOL), Illinois Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany (WSOY) and Radio Milwaukee, 
Inc. (WRIT), filed September 23, 1960, 
requesting changes in the dates pre¬ 
scribed in the Examiner’s order follow¬ 
ing the prehearing conference held in 
the above-entitled proceeding (released 
June 9,1960; FCC 60M-996) ; 

It appearing that the changes re¬ 
quested were generated by a misunder¬ 
standing between the consulting radio 
engineers employed by the moving 
parties and the engineer for the Com¬ 
mission’s Broadcast Bureau in regard to 
the nature of the engineering material 
prepared and exchanged September 1, 
1960, in draft form and that the addi¬ 
tional time requested is desirable to en¬ 
able the moving parties and their adver¬ 
saries to present the engineering 
evidence in an effective and efficient 
manner; 

It appearing further that the addi¬ 
tional time requested if put to proper 
use should serve to expedite the orderly 
conduct of the hearing and thus good 
cause therefor has been shown; and that 
all other parties to the proceeding who 
are represented by counsel (including all 
of the applicants, it seems) have con¬ 
sented to the immediate consideration 
and grant of the petition; 1 

It is ordered, This 27th day of Sep¬ 
tember 1960, that the “Petition for 
Modification of Prehearing Order’’ filed 
by the petitioners cited above on Sep¬ 
tember 23, 1960, is hereby granted; 

It is ordered further, That the date for 
exchanging engineering and 307(b) evi¬ 
dence in final form is hereby changed 
from September 30, 1960, to October 18, 
1960; that the further prehearing con¬ 
ference scheduled for 10:00 a.m., October 
11, 1960 at the Commission’s offices, 


a The public interest requires immediate 
action on the subject petition, pursuant to 
47 CFR § 1.43, in order that the parties may 
be afforded sufficient advance notice of this 
action to enable them to make full use of 
the additional time requested. If there are 
any objections to this action the Examiner 
Will consider the same on any motion for 
reconsideration which may be filed. 


Washington, D.C., is rescheduled for 
Wednesday, October 26,1960, at the same 
time and place; and that the hearing 
scheduled to commence at 10:00 a.m., 
October 18, 1960, at the Commission’s 
offices, Washington, D.C., is continued to 
Tuesday, November 8, 1960 at the same 
time and place. 

Released: September28,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9171; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.j 


[Docket Nos. 13622, 13623; FCC 60M-1616] 

ELEVEN TEN BROADCASTING CORF. 

Order Continuing Hearing Conference 

In re applications of Eleven Ten 
Broadcasting Corporation, Pasadena. 
California, for renewal of license of 
standard broadcast station KRLA and 
Aux. Docket No. 13622, File No. BR-1189; 
for license to cover construction permit 
(BP-1170), Docket No. 13623, File No. 
BL-7701. 

It is ordered, This 23d day of Septem¬ 
ber 1960, that the prehearing conference 
scheduled for September 28, 1960, in the 
above-entitled proceeding is hereby con¬ 
tinued to October 3, 1960, and will be 
held in the Offices of the Commission, 
Washington, D.C., commencing at 9:00 
a.m. 

Released: September 26, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9172; Piled, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13684; FCC 60M-1639] 

HORNE OIL CO. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In the matter of Horne Oil Company, 
Box 226, Provo, Utah, Docket No. 13684; 
irder to show cause why there should 
aot be revoked the license for special 
ndustrial radio station KOM-765. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the hearing in this pro¬ 
ceeding now scheduled for October o, 
L960; . 

It appearing that the Hearing L. - 
iminer is engaged in an extensive hear- 
ng in Docket No. 11757 which wi 
jontinue to the ensuing weeks ana 
therefore the hearing in this proceedi 
;hould be continued to a later date; 

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 23d day 
>f September 1960, that the hearing in 
-his proceeding now scheduled for <j - 
,ober 6, 1960, be, and the same is hereby 
:ontinued to November 17, I960, 10 0 
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a.m., in the Commission Offices, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Released: September 28, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9173; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.j 


[Docket Nos. J3540-13546; FCC 60M-1615] 

MACON BROADCASTING CO. 

(WNEX) ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing Conference 

In re applications of Macon Broad¬ 
casting Company (WNEX), Macon, 
Georgia, Docket No. 13540, File No. 
BP-12261; Johnston Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany (WJLD), George Johnston, Jr., 
and Rose Hood Johnston (Partners), 
Homewood, Alabama, Docket No. 13541, 
File No. BP-12559; E. H. Eiland, Jr., 
Union Springs, Alabama, Docket No. 
13542, File No. BP-12776; Yetta G. Sam- 
ford, C. S. Shealy, and Aileen M. Sam- 
ford, Executrix of the Estate of Thomas 
D. Samford, Jr., Deceased, Miles H. Fer¬ 
guson and John E. Smollon, d/b as 
Opelika-Auburn Broadcasting Company 
(WJHO), Opelika, Alabama, Docket No. 
13543, File No. BP-12911; John F. Pid- 
cock and Roy F. Zess, d/b as Radio Sta¬ 
tion WMGA (WMGA), Moultrie, Geor¬ 
gia, Docket No. 13544, File No. BP-12998; 
Newnan Broadcasting Company 
(WCOH) , Newnan, Georgia, Docket No. 
13545, File No. BP-13133; Elberton 
Broadcasting Company (WSGC), Elber¬ 
ton, Georgia, Docket No. 13546, File No. 
BP-13405; for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding; 

It appearing that a continuance of the 
presently scheduled prehearing confer¬ 
ence is necessary to accommodate the 
Hearing Examiner’s calendar; 

n is ordered , This 23d day of Septem¬ 
ber 1960, that the further prehearing 
conference, presently scheduled for Oc¬ 
tober 19, 1960, is continued until October 
24, I960, at 10:00 a.m. 

Released: September 27, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

lseal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 60-9174; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13795; FCC 60M-1644] 

RADIO MILLINGTON, INC. 


Order Scheduling Hearing 

T / n re application of Radio Millington 

i Tennessee, Docket No 

tinn « Flle No - BP-13025; for construc¬ 
tion permit. 

berMQRiw 6 ! 6 ?’ This 27th day of Septem- 
J?f°- Annie Neal Huntting wil 

entnwf at the hearing 111 the above- 
nutled proceeding which is herebj 


scheduled to commence on November 
10, 1960, in Washington, D.C. 

Released: September 28, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9175; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13804; FCC 60M-1643] 

RADIO STATION KMUL (KMUL) 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of John Burroughs, 
Leola Randolph and Gilbert Lamb, d/b 
as Radio Station KMUL (KMUL), Mule- 
shoe, Texas, Docket No. 13804, File No. 
BP-12942; for construction permit. 

It is ordered, This 27th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1960, that Charles J. Frederick will 
preside at the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding which is hereby 
scheduled to commence on November 10, 
1960, in Washington, D.C. 

Released: September 28, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9176; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13528-13534; FCC 60M-1633] 

WASHINGTON BROADCASTING CO. 

(WOL) ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Washington 
Broadcasting Company (WOL), Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., Docket No. 13528, File No. 
BP-12145; Delaware Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany (WILM), Wilmington, Delaware, 
Docket No. 13529, File No. BP-12250; 
WDAD, Inc. (WDAD), Indiana, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Docket No. 13530, File No. BP- 
12455; Centre Broadcasters, Inc. 
(WMAJ), State College, Pennsylvania, 
Docket No. 13531, File No. BP-12463; 
Sky-Park Broadcasting Corporation 
(WFTR), Front Royal, Virginia, Docket 
No. 13532, File No. BP-12624; Miners 
Broadcasting Service, Inc. (WPAM), 
Pottsville, Pennsylvania, Docket No. 
13533, File No. BP-13197; Cumber¬ 
land Valley Broadcasting Corporation 
(WTBO, Cumberland, Maryland, Docket 
No. 13534, File No. BP-13471; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having before 
him a request, filed on September 19, 
1960, on behalf of Miners Broadcasting 
Service, Inc., for extension of dates for 
exchange of exhibits and further hear¬ 
ing; and 

It appearing that all applicants in this 
proceeding joined in the request with the 
exception of Washington Broadcasting 
Company and that on September 23, 
1960, Washington Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany filed a waiver of four day require¬ 
ment, stating that it will interpose no 
opposition to grant of that request; 


It is ordered, This 26th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1960, that the request for extension 
of time filed on September 19, 1960, on 
behalf of Miners Broadcasting Service, 
Inc. is granted; and the date for ex¬ 
change of exhibits is extended from Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960, to October 26, 1960; and 
the hearing now scheduled to be held on 
October 18, 1960, is continued to Novem¬ 
ber 18,1960. 

Released: September 28,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9177; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13740-13742; FCC 60M-1638] 

*WBIZ, INC. (WBIZ), ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of WBIZ, Incorpo¬ 
rated (WBIZ), Eau Claire, Wisconsin, 
Docket No. 13740, File No. BP-12458; 
Northwest Broadcasting Company 
(KVFD), Fort Dodge, Iowa, Docket No. 
13741, File No. BP-12679; Franklin 
Broadcasting Company (WMIN), St. 
Paul, Minnesota, Docket No. 13742, File 
No. BP-13270; for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration agreements reached by the 
parties at the prehearing conference held 
herein on September 26,1960; 

It is ordered. This 27th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1960, that the hearing herein, pres¬ 
ently scheduled for November 1, 1960, is 
continued until February 15,1961; 

It is further ordered. That dates are 
designated for various procedural steps 
herein as follows: 

Exchange of exhibits in preliminary form, 
January 3, 1961. 

Exchange of exhibits in final form, Febru¬ 
ary 3, 1961. 

Notification of witnesses, if any, desired for 
cross-examination, February 10, 1961. 

Hearing, February 15, 1961. 

Released: September 28,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9178; Filed, Sept. 30. 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13796-13803; FCC 60M-1642] 

WESTERN BROADCASTING CO. ET AL. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of David P. Pinkston 
and Leroy Elmore, d/b as Western 
Broadcasting Company, Odessa, Texas, 
Docket No. 13796, File No. BP-12329; 
W. J. Harpole, Canyon, Texas, Docket 
No. 13797, File No. BP-12335; R. B. Bell 
and Bernice Bell, d/b as Oklahoma 
Broadcasting Company, Sapulpa, Okla¬ 
homa, Docket No. 13798, File No. BP- 
12403; Ira E. Courtney, tr/as Courtney 
Broadcasting Co., Winfield, Kansas, 
Docket No. 13799, File No. BP-12407; 
Lloyd Clinton McKenney, tr/as Winfield 
Broadcasting Company, Winfield, Kan- 











9422 


NOTICES 


sas, Docket No. 13800, Pile No. BP-12756; 
William E. Minshall and Melwyn E. Klar, 
d/b as Sapulpa Broadcasters, Sapulpa, 
Oklahoma, Docket No. 13801, Pile No. 
BP-12876; The Seward County Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., Dodge City, Kan¬ 
sas, Docket No. 13802, Pile No. BP-13039; 
B. L. McAlister, Odessa, Texas, Docket 
No. 13803, File No. BP-13058; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

It is ordered , This 27th day of Sep¬ 
tember 1960, that Thomas H. Donahue 
will preside at the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding which is hereby 
scheduled to commence on November 16, 
1960, in Washington, D.C. 

Released: September 28,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9179; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:52 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. RI61-95] 

J. M. HUBER CORP. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and 

Suspension of Proposed Change 

in Rate 

September 23,1960. 

On August 24, 1960, J. M. Huber Cor¬ 
poration (Huber) tendered for filing a 
proposed change in its presently effective 
rate schedule for the sale of natural gas 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission. The proposed change, which 
constitutes an increased rate and charge, 
is contained in the following designated 
filing: 

Description: Notice of Change, dated 
August 22, 1960. 

Purchaser: Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company. 

Producing area: West Panhandle Field, 
Hutchinson and Carson Counties, Texas. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 9 to Huber’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 4. 

Proposed increased rate: From 4.0198 cents 
to 18.0 cents per Mcf at 14.65 psia. 

Effective date: September 24, 1960; (stated 
effective date is the first day after expiration 
of the required thirty days’ notice). 

In support of its proposed redeter¬ 
mined type rate increase, Huber cites the 
pricing provisions of the contract, as 
amended, and submits copies of its letter 
dated August 17, I960; to Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Company (Pan¬ 
handle) , the purchaser, wherein it 
quoted testimony of Panhandle’s witness 
in the proceedings in Docket No. G-2506. 
Such testimony was to the effect that the 
current competitive market price for the 
purchase of any substantial volumes of 
gas in the Hugoton Embayment area is 
at least 20.0 cents per Mcf and the 
weighted average price in the area always 
lags the current price being offered by 
some two or three cents per Mcf. Huber 
concludes from such evidence that the 
current weighted average price in the 
area would be from 17.0 cents to 18.0 
cents per Mcf at 14.65 psia and requests 


Panhandle to either approve the pro¬ 
posed 18.0 cents per Mcf weighted aver¬ 
age price or advise it of an alternative 
weighted average price and the basis 
therefor. Huber did not submit any 
computations or cite any specific rates 
employed in arriving at the proposed 
18.0 cents per Mcf rate. 

The pricing provisions of the contract, 
as amended, are not specific as to which 
party is to determine the weighted 
average price or whether the determina¬ 
tion is to be bi-lateral. 

On September 9, 1960, Panhandle filed 
its protest urging that the subject in¬ 
crease proposal be rejected. Panhandle 
avers that (1) the proposed rate is not 
in conformity with the contract, (2) the 
proposal is unilateral since Panhandle 
does not agree to pay the proposed price 
and (3) does not comply with the Com¬ 
mission’s Regulations because it does not 
contain a full statement in support of the 
300 percent rate increase. 

The increased rate and charge so pro¬ 
posed may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed rate and 
charge contained in Supplement No. 9 to 
Huber’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 4, 
and that such supplement be suspended 
and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed increased rate 
and charge contained in Supplement No. 
9 to Huber’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 4. 

(B) Pending such hearing and de¬ 
cision thereon. Supplement No. 9 to 
Huber’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 4 is 
hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until February 24, 1961, and 
thereafter until such further time as it is 
made effective in the manner prescribed 
by the Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37(f)) on or before November 7, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 60-9145; Filed, Sept. 30, I960; 

8:47 ajn.J 


[Docket No. G-17500 etc.] 

ST. LAWRENCE GAS CO., INC., AND 
NEW YORK STATE NATURAL GAS 
CORP. 

Order Denying Motion To Dismiss and 
Granting Petition To Reopen Pro¬ 
ceedings 

July 27, 1960. 

In the matter of St. Lawrence Gas 
Company, Inc., Docket No. G-17500 and 
G-17501; New York State Natural Gas 
Corporation, Docket No. G-17579. 

On April 11, 1960, New York State 
Natural Gas Corporation (New York 
Natural) and Niagara Mohawk Power 
Corporation (Niagara Mohawk) moved 
to dismiss the applications of St. Law¬ 
rence Gas Company (St. Lawrence) in 
these proceedings. 

In support of their joint motion, New 
York Natural and Niagara Mohawk con¬ 
tend that the applications of St. Law¬ 
rence are “deficient * * * in the essential 
element of gas supply.” This deficiency, 
it is argued, was conclusively established 
by recent action taken by Canada’s 
National Energy Board (the Board) on 
the application filed before it by Niagara 
Gas Transmission Limited (Niagara 
Gas). Niagara Gas is the proposed sup¬ 
plier of natural gas to St. Lawrence and 
the action taken by the Board on March 
21, 1960, denied its application to con¬ 
struct facilities and to export natural 
gas from Canada to the United States. 

Shortly after this decision of the 
Board and subsequent to our presiding 
examiner’s recommended initial decision 
in these matters, Niagara Gas filed a 
second application before the Board. 
We have been apprised by St. Lawrence, 
by correspondence dated June 15, 1960, 
that the second application of Niagara 
Gas w r as granted by the Board on May 31, 
1960, and further that certain changes 
or amendments to exhibits 10 and 11 are 
necessitated as a result of the Board’s 
treatment of Niagara Gas’ second appli¬ 
cation. 

On July 1, 1960, New York Natural 
filed a petition to reopen these proceed¬ 
ings “in order to permit an opportunity 
for full scrutiny of these changes and 
afford due process of law to St. Law¬ 
rence’s competitors, New York Natural 
and Niagara Mohawk.” It also appears 
from a reading of the petition, that New 
York Natural and Niagara Mohawk have 
decided that certain of their economic 
exhibits should be revised and that such 
revisions should be made a part of any 
reopened hearing of the issues involve 
in these proceedings. 

In view of the Board’s action on 
Niagara Gas’ second application, n > 
joint motion to dismiss should be denit 
and the petition to reopen should 
granted so as to permit the parties 
adduce such additional evidence as un 
be material and relevant to the issue 
presented in these consolidated pro¬ 
ceedings. 
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The Commission finds: 

(1) The joint motion filed on April 11, 
1960 by New York Natural and Niagara 
Mohawk to dismiss the applications of 
St. Lawrence should be denied. 

(2) The public interest requires that 
these consolidated proceedings should be 
reopened for such additional evidence 
as may be deemed to be material and 
relevant to the issues presented therein, 
and accordingly the petition to reopen 
should be granted. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The joint motion of New York 
Natural and Niagara Mohawk to dismiss 
the applications of St. Lawrence, filed 
April 11, 1960, is hereby denied. 

(B) These consolidated proceedings 
are hereby reopened for the purpose of 
taking such additional evidence as may 
be deemed to be material and relevant to 
the issues presented therein, and accord¬ 
ingly the petition to reopen is hereby 
granted. 

(C) Further hearings in these pro¬ 
ceedings be held on October 4, 1960, at 
10:00 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. (Commissioner 
Seweeney not participating). 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9155; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RP60-13] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Postponement of Hearing 

September 22, 1960. 

Upon consideration of the motion filed 
September 22, 1960 by Counsel for 
Northern Natural Gas Company for post¬ 
ponement of hearing now scheduled for 
September 26, 1960 in the above-des¬ 
ignated matter: 

The hearing now scheduled for Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960, is hereby postponed to 
October 11, 1960, at 10:00 a.m., e.d.s.t., in 
a hearing room of the Federal I^fcwer 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Michael J. Farrell, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9147; Piled, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CI60-333 etc.] 

STANDARD OIL CO. OF CALIFORNIA 
ET AL. 

Notice of Postponement of Hearing 

September 16, 1960. 

In the matter of Standard Oil Com¬ 
pany of California, Docket No. CI60-333; 
Dorsey Buttram, Docket No. CI60-442; 
George P. Caulkins, Jr., Docket No. CI60- 
560; Gulf Oil Corporation, Docket No. 
CI60-636. 


Upon consideration of the request filed 
September 13, 1960 by counsel for 

Standard Oil Company of California for 
postponement of the hearng now sched¬ 
uled for October 5, 1960 in the above- 
designated matter; 

The hearing now scheduled for Oc¬ 
tober 5, 1960 is hereby postponed to 
November 2, 1960 at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in 
a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Joseph H. Guthride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9148; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. RI61-96—RI61-99] 

JACK W. GRIGSBY ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes 
in Rates 1 * * 

September 23, 1960. 

In the matter of Jack W. Grigsby 
(Operator), et al. Docket No. RI61-96; 
The Superior Oil Company, Docket No. 
RI61-97; Paul P. Scott Trust, et al.. 
Docket No. RI61-98; Amerada Petroleum 
Corporation, Docket No. RI61-99. 

The above-named Respondents have 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
presently effective rate schedules for 
sales of natural gas subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. The pro¬ 
posed changes are designated as follows: 


Docket No. 

Respondent 

Rate 

sched¬ 

uled 

No. 

Sup¬ 

plement 

No. 

Purchaser and producing area 

Notice of 
change 
dated— 

Date 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

Date 
sus-' 
pended 
until— 

Cents per Mcf 

Rate in 
effect 
subject to 
refund in 
docket nos. 

Rate in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

RI61-96_ 

Jack W. Grigsby 

6 

5 

United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Maxie-Pistol 

8-23-60 

8-26-60 

1 9-26-60 

2-26-61 

*20.0 

24.0 


RI61-96_ 

(Operator) et al. 

7 

3 

Ridge Field, Forrest County, Miss.) 

_do. __ _ _ _ _ 

8-22-60 

8-26-60 

l 9-26-60 

2-26-61 

a 20 0 

24.0 


RI61-97_ 

The Superior Oil Co__ 

6 

9 

United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Cabeza Creek 

8-26-60 

8-29-60 

* 9-29-60 

3-1-61 

4 7 . 596 

14! 5 






Field, Goliad, DeWitt, and Karnes 








RI61-98_ 




Counties, Tex.). 








Paul P. Scott Trust 

1 

4 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Lea County, 

8-22-60 

8-29-60 

*9-29-60 

3-1-61 

4 10.5 

15.5 

G-14252 

RI61-99_ 

et al. 

Amerada Petroleum 

53 

9 

N. Mex.). 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. (Carth¬ 

•8-26-60 

8-29-60 

1 11-1-60 

4-1-61 

4 14.8 

15.0 

G-19606 


Corp. 



age Field, Gregg, and Rusk Counties, 








RI61-99_ 


81 

7 

Tex.). 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. (Chero¬ 

8-26-60 

8-29-60 

i 11-1-60 

4-1-61 

4 14. 8 

15.0 

G-19732 





kee Lake Field, Rusk County, Tex.). 









s ThU e 2 ect ! ve ? ate is that requested by respondent. * The pressure base is 15.025 psia. 

otice Slatea cffcctlve date is the first day after expiration of the required statutory 4 The pressure base is 14.65 psia. 


In support of its increases Grigs 
states that the contracts in their entire 
were negotiated at arm’s length in 
competitive market. Grigsby also cii 
tne contract price provisions and si 
nuts copies of United’s price redett 
nunation letter. 

Superior cites the contn 
provisions and submits copies of Unite 
Pnce redetermination letter. Super 
states th^ the contract resulted fr< 
n^~ length bar gaining and it woi 
snpvT av ? execu ted the contract withe 
of price Provisions to insure rece: 
akn of 1 aa ? rk ® t price of the gas. Super: 
in * sta ^cs that the increased price 
offspM nd reasonab le and necessary 
onset increased costs and inflation. 

^negotiated rate increase si 
an Scott Trust is provided 

execntS^ 4 ’ 1960 contrac t amendme 
d pursuant to El Paso’s renego 

No. 192- 4 


ation of its Permian Basin gas purchase 
contracts eliminating the favored-nation 
clauses. In support respondent submits 
copies of the renegotiated agreement and 
states that elimination of the favored- 
nation clause will aid in stabilizing El 
Paso’s gas purchase prices. 

In support of its increases Amerada 
cites the contract periodic price escala¬ 
tion provisions and states that such pro¬ 
visions resulted from arm’s-length bar¬ 
gaining. 

The increased rates and charges so 
proposed may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon hearings concerning the 
lawfulness of the several proposed 


changes and that the above-designated 
supplements be suspended and the use 
thereof deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be held 
upon dates to be fixed by notices from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the several proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in the above- 
designated supplements. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, each of the above-designated 


1 This order does not provide for the con¬ 

solidation for hearing or disposition of the 

several matters covered herein, nor should it 

he so construed. 
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supplements is hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi¬ 
cated in the above “Rate Suspended Un¬ 
til” column, and thereafter until such 
further time as it is made effective in the 
manner prescribed by the Natural Gas 
Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis¬ 
posed of or until the periods of suspen¬ 
sion have expired, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37(f)) on or before November 7, 1960. 

. By the Commission (Commissioner 
Kline would reject the filings suspended 
in Docket No. RI61-96). 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9146; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.l 


[Docket No. CP61-6] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

September 27, 1960. 

Take notice that on July 13, 1960, as 
supplemented on August 30, 1960, Texas 
Gas Transmission Corporation (Appli¬ 
cant) filed in Docket No. CP61-6 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing an increase in the contract de¬ 
mands of thirty-one existing customers 
aggregating 19,852 Mcf (at 15.025 psia) 
over the volumes presently authorized, 
and a reduction of the presently author¬ 
ized allocation to Louisville Gas & Elec¬ 
tric Company by 8,400 Mcf (at 15.025 
psia) per day, all as more fully set forth 
in the application, as supplemented' 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

The proposed increases are stated to 
be necessary to meet the estimated 
1960-61 peak requirements of the speci¬ 
fied customers. No new customers or 
communities are to receive service, and 
no new facilities are required. 

The proposed reduction in allocation 
to Louisville Gas is the result of a review 
and revision by Louisville Gas of its 
requirements which are stated to be 
115,000 Mcf per day instead of the pres¬ 
ent authorization of 123,400 Mcf per day, 
a difference of 8,400 Mcf per day. 

This matter is one that should be 
disposed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end; 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held on 
October 24, 1960, at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in 
a Hearing Room of the Federal Power 


Commission, 441 G Street NW„ Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters 
involved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however , 
that the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30(c) (1> or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for Applicant to appear or be repre¬ 
sented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
October 19, 1960. Failure of any party 
to appear at and participate in the 
hearing shall be construed as waiver of 
and concurrence in omission herein of 
the intermediate decision procedure in 
cases where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Outride, 

Secretary . 

[FR. Doc. 60-9156; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 388] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 28,1960. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s gen¬ 
eral rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 30 days from the date 
of service of the order. Pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, the filing of such a petition will 
postpone the effective date of the order 
in that proceeding pending its disposi¬ 
tion. The matters relied upon by peti¬ 
tioners must be specified in their peti¬ 
tions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 63212. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Lion Transfer and 
Storage Company, A Corporation, 460 
New York Avenue NW., Washington, 
District of Columbia, of a Certificate in 
No. MC 56375 issued July 18, 1955, to 
Shirley King, doing business as Aaron 
Moving Co., 3042 Tioga Parkway, Balti¬ 
more, Maryland, which authorizes the 
transportation of household goods, over 
irregular routes, between Baltimore, Md., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, Vir¬ 
ginia, North Carolina, West Virginia, 
New Jersey, Delaware, New York, and 
the District of Columbia. 

No. MC-FC 63472. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Omer L. Powell, 
doing business as Powell Moving, 
Metropolis, Illinois, of a Certificate issued 
April 11, 1955, to Ollie Gray and Court¬ 


ney Gray, a partnership, doing business 
as Gray & Son Truck Lines, Paducah, 
Kentucky, which authorizes the trans¬ 
portation of household goods, as defined, 
and emigrant movables, between La 
Center, Ky., and points in Kentucky, 
Illinois, and Missouri, within 35 miles 
of La Center, on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in Kentucky, Illinois, 
Missouri, Indiana, Tennessee, and Mich¬ 
igan John Paul Jones, 189 Jefferson 
Avenue, Memphis 3, Term., for ap¬ 
plicants. 

No. MC-FC 63480. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 27, I960, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Budco Trucking 
Co., Inc., 1705 West Slauson Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Calif., of Certificate in No. MC 
96637, issued April 19, 1955, to Wayman 
F. Lindsay and Rodney L. Rogers, a 
partnership, doing business as Local 
Freight Co., 1705 West Slauson Avenue, 
Los Angeles, Calif., which authorizes the 
transportation of: Mechanics’ hand tools, 
steel tool boxes and steel storage cab¬ 
inets, store display boards (KD), brass 
valves, insecticides, fire extinguishers, 
toilet seats, gum resin products, toilet 
preparations, plastic brooms and han¬ 
dles, earthenware and pottery and li¬ 
cense frames, from Los Angeles, Calif., 
to Wilmington, Calif., flower holders and 
dried fruits, from Pasadena, Calif., to 
Wilmington, Calif., gas pressure regula¬ 
tors and parts, from Alhambra, Calif., 
to Wilmington, Calif., jacks or jack 
screws, not wheeled from Burbank, 
Calif., to Wilmington, Calif., and auto 
parts from Wilmington, Calif., to Los 
Angeles, Calif., with certain restrictions. 

No. MC-FC 63552. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Matthew Ferrizz, 
Inc., Hempstead, N.Y., of Permit No. MC 
21071, issued March 12, 1951 to Matthew 
Ferrizz, Hempstead, N.Y., authorizing 
the transportation of: Such merchandise 
as is dealt in by wholesale, retail, and 
chain grocery and food business houses, 
and, in connection therewith, equip¬ 
ment, materials, and supplies used in the 
conduct of such business, and fruits, 
vegetables, agricultural commodities, 
poultry, and seafood, in the respective 
seasons of their production, between 
points within a specified Long Island, 
N.Y., territory, and between that terri¬ 
tory, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York, Bronx, Kings, 
Queens, and Richmond Counties, N.Y., 
and those in Hudson, Bergen, Essex, and 
Passaic Counties, and the city of Eliza¬ 
beth, N.J. William D. Traub, 10 East 
40th St., New York 16, N.Y., for 

applicants. 

No. MC-FC 63576. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1960, the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Ralph M. H. 
King and Louis W. Sturhan, a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as King Transfer 
Line, Front and Delaware Streets, 
Quincy, Ill., of Certificate in No. MC 
76148, issued July 31, 1958, to Ralph 
M. H. King, Donald R. King, and Louis 
W. Sturhan, a partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as King Transfer Line, Quincy, uU 
authorizing the transportation o • 
Household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, between Quincy, HI., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in I 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minne- 
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sota, Missouri, Ohio, Oklahoma, Tennes¬ 
see, and Wisconsin. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, . 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9157;- Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 68-177] 

WEST PENN ELECTRIC CO. 

Notice of Proposed Solicitation of 
Proxies in Connection With Amend¬ 
ment of Charter 

September 26, 1960. 
Notice is hereby given that The West 
Penn Electric Company (“West Penn”), 
a registered holding company, plans to 
hold a special meeting of stockholders 
and has filed a declaration pursuant to 
section 12(e) of the Public Utility Hold¬ 
ing Company Act of 1935 (“Act”) and 
Rule 65 promulgated thereunder, regard¬ 
ing the following proposed transaction: 

West Penn proposes to solicit proxies 
in connection with a proposal to amend 
its charter so as to change its name to 
Allegheny Power System, Inc., and has 
filed with the Commission copies of the 
solicitation material and proxy forms to 
be used in connection therewith. 
Proxies will be solicited, without addi¬ 
tional compensation, by officers, direc¬ 
tors, and regular employees of West 
Penn. West Penn may reimburse per¬ 
sons holding stock in their names or in 
the names of their nominees for their 
expenses in sending soliciting material to 
their principals. The cost of such solici¬ 
tations are estimated not to exceed 
$2,000. Although not presently con¬ 
templated, West Penn requests authority 
to expend not in excess of $10,000 to 
employ the services of additional per¬ 
sons in soliciting proxies. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than October 
12, 1960, request this Commission in 
writing that a hearing be held in respect 
of such matter, stating the nature of his 
interest, the reasons for such request, 
and the issues of fact or law raised by 
the declaration which he desires to con¬ 
trovert; or he may request that he be 
notified if the Commission should order 
hearing thereon. Any such request 
snould be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash- 
ngton 25, D.C. At any time after said 
ate, the declaration, as filed or as it may 
am ^Kled, may be permitted to be- 
come effect as p rov ided in Rule 23 of 
e , ru ^ s and regulations promulgated 
Praf Act ’ or Commission may 
grant exemption from its rules as pro- 

m Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof, or 
‘ su ch other action as it may deem 
appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

H. Doc. 60-9150; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 

STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION 

Ports of Entry for Aliens Arriving by 

Vessel or by Land Transportation 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the following amend¬ 
ments to the Statement of Organization 
of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service (19 F.R. 8071, December 8, 1954), 
as amended, is prescribed: 

1. The list of Class A ports in District 
No. 2—Boston, Mass., of subparagraph 
(2) Ports of entry for aliens arriving by 
vessel or by land transportation of para¬ 
graph (c) Suboffices of section 1.51 Field 
Service is amended by adding “Pittsburg, 
N.H.” in alphabetical sequence and by 
deleting “Connecticut Lakes, N.H. (June- 
November).” 

2. The list of Class B ports in District 
No. 22—Portland, Maine, of subpara¬ 
graph (2) Ports of entry for aliens ar¬ 
riving by vessel or by land transportation 
of paragraph (c) Suboffices of section 
1.51 Field Service is amended by adding 
“St. Juste, Maine” in alphabetical se¬ 
quence and by deleting “Lake Frontier, 
Maine.” 

Dated: September 28,1960. 

J. M. Swing, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9169; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Commodity Stabilization Service 

MAINLAND SUGAR QUOTA FOR 
PUERTO RICO 

Allotment of 1961 Direct- 
Consumption Portion 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended (61 
Stat. 922, as amended), hereinafter 
called the “act”, and in accordance with 
the applicable rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (7 CFR 801.1 et seq.), and on the 
basis of information before me, I do 
hereby find that the allotment of the 
quantities of sugar that may be estab¬ 
lished as the direct-consumption portion 
of the mainland quotas for Puerto Rico 
for the period January 1, 1961 through 
March 31, 1961, or for the calendar year 
1961 or a part thereof, is necessary to 
prevent disorderly marketing and impor¬ 
tation of such sugar and to afford all 
interested persons an equitable oppor¬ 
tunity to market such sugar in the conti¬ 
nental United States. Accordingly, I 
hereby give notice that a public hearing 
will be held at Santurce, Puerto Rico, in 
the Conference Room, Caribbean Area 
Office, ASC, Segarra Building on October 
21, 1960, at 10:00 a.m. 

The findings made above are in the 
nature of preliminary findings based on 
the best information now available. The 


quantities of direct-consumption sugar 
which will be permitted to be brought 
into the continental United States from 
Puerto Rico within the quota established 
for the period January 1, 1961, through 
March 31, 1961, or within the quota that 
may be established for Puerto Rico for 
the calendar year 1961 or a part thereof 
are still unknown. However, the capac¬ 
ity of Puerto Rican refineries to produce 
direct-consumption sugar exceeds the 
quantities of such sugar which may be 
marketed in the continental United 
States and for local consumption in 
Puerto Rico within probable quotas for 
the period January 1, 1961, through 
March 31, 1961, or that may be estab¬ 
lished for 1961, or a part thereof. Under 
such circumstances provision should be 
made for the allotment of the direct- 
consumption portion of such Puerto 
Rican mainland quotas to avoid dis¬ 
orderly marketing and to provide all 
interested persons an equitable oppor¬ 
tunity to market direct-consumption 
sugar in the continental United States. 

At the hearing it will be appropriate to 
present evidence on the basis of which 
the Secretary may affirm, modify, or 
revoke such preliminary findings and, in 
accordance therewith, make or withhold 
allotment of the direct-consumption 
portion of the mainland quota for Puerto 
Rico for the period January 1, 1961, 
through March 31, 1961, or of the direct- 
consumption portion of any mainland 
quota for Puerto Rico for the calendar 
year 1961 or a part thereof. 

The purpose of such hearing is to re¬ 
ceive evidence that would enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to make fair, 
efficient, and equitable allotments of the 
quantities of sugar constituting the di¬ 
rect-consumption portion of the main¬ 
land quota for Puerto Rico for the period 
January 1, 1961, through March 31, 1961, 
or the direct-consumption portion of the 
mainland quota for Puerto Rico that may 
be established for the calendar year 1961 
or a part thereof, among persons who 
produce or refine and market direct- 
consumption sugar to be brought into the 
continental United States for consump¬ 
tion therein. 

In addition, the subject and issues of 
this hearing also include (1) the manner 
in which the statutory factors of “proc¬ 
essings from proportionate shares,” 
“past marketings,” and “ability to mar¬ 
ket,” as provided in section 205(a) of 
the said Act, should be measured; and 
(2) the relative weightings which should 
be given to these factors. 

Notice is also given hereby that it will 
be appropriate at the hearing to present 
evidence on the basis of which the Secre¬ 
tary may revise or amend the allotment 
of the direct-consumption portion of the 
mainland quotas for Puerto Rico for the 
period January 1, 1961, through March 
31, 1961, or for the calendar year 1961 
or a part thereof for the purposes of (1) 
giving effect to any increase or decrease, 
or other changes in the direct-consump¬ 
tion portion of such mainland quotas, 
(2) allotting any deficit in the allotment 
for any allottee, and (3) substituting re¬ 
vised estimates of data or final actual 
data for estimates of such data wherever 
estimates are used in the formulation of 
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an allotment of the direct-consumption 
portion of a quota. 

Issued this 27th day of September 1960, 

True D. Morse, 
Acting Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 60-9153; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Federal Maritime Board 

[Docket No. 869] 

PACIFIC COAST-HAWAII AND 
ATLANTIC/GULF-HAWAII 

General Increases in Rates; Notice of 
Supplemental Order 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Board on September 19, 
1960, entered the following Thirty- 
Eighth Supplemental Order to the origi¬ 
nal order in this proceeding dated Sep¬ 
tember 10, 1959, which appeared in the 
Federal Register of September 23, 1959 
(24 F.R. 7656) : 

It appearing, that by Original Order 
dated September 10, 1959, as supple¬ 
mented by additional Orders in this 
proceeding, the Board instituted an 
investigation into the reasonableness 
and lawfulness of certain tariff sched¬ 
ules of respondent carriers: and 

It further appearing, that the Origi¬ 
nal Order herein dated September 10, 

1959, Fourth Supplemental Order dated 
October 12, 1959, Tenth Supplemental 
Order dated November 30, 1959, Twenty- 
Fourth Supplemental Order dated Feb¬ 
ruary 8, 1960, and Thirty-Third Supple¬ 
mental Order dated May 12, 1960, each 
contain a provision that no change shall 
be made in rates or other matters which 
were changed by certain tariff schedules 
until this investigation has been termi¬ 
nated by final order of the Board, unless 
otherwise authorized by special permis¬ 
sion of the Board. 

Now, therefore, it is ordered, That the 
Sixth paragraph in the Original Order 
dated September 10, 1959, the Eighth 
paragraph in Fourth Supplemental 
Order dated October 12, 1959, the 

Eleventh paragraph in Tenth Supple¬ 
mental Order dated November 30, 1959, 
the Third paragraph in Eighteenth Sup¬ 
plemental Order dated January 7, 1960, 
the Fourth paragraph in Twenty-Fourth 
Supplemental Order dated February 8, 

1960, and the Fourth paragraph in 
Thirty-Third Supplemental Order dated 
May 12, 1960, are each hereby modified 
to read as follows: 

“It is further ordered, That no change 
shall be made in the rates or other mat¬ 
ters which result in increases in rates or 
charges named in said tariff schedules, 
until this investigation has been termi¬ 
nated by final order of the Board, unless 
otherwise authorized by special permis¬ 
sion of the Board/' 

It is further ordered, That said Orders, 
as so modified, remain in full force and 
effect as issued; and 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this Order shall be forthwith served 


upon all respondents, protestants, and 
interveners herein; and that this Order 
be published in the Federal Register, 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Dated: September 28,1960. 

James L. Pimper, 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 60-9160; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 881] 

ALASKAN RATES AND CHARGES 

General Increases; Notice of 
Supplemental Order 

The Federal Maritime Board, on Sep¬ 
tember 15, 1960, entered the following 
Eleventh Supplemental Order, to the 
original order in this proceeding dated, 
January 7, 1960, which appeared in the 
Federal Register of January 15, 1960 
(25 F.R. 364) : 

It appearing, that by the Original 
Order, as amended, in Docket No. 881 
dated January 7, 1960, the Board insti¬ 
tuted an investigation into and concern¬ 
ing the reasonableness of the rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices 
stated in certain schedules between Pa¬ 
cific Coast ports on the one hand, and 
ports and points in Alaska on the other; 
and 

It further appearing, that said Orig¬ 
inal Order provides in part that “no 
change shall be made in the rates or 
other matters which were changed by 
said tariff schedules, until this investiga¬ 
tion has been terminated by final order 
of the Board, unless otherwise authorized 
by special permission of the Board;" and 

It further appearing, that on Septem¬ 
ber 2, 1960, Garrison Fast Freight filed 
Application No. 3 seeking authority to 
publish, post and file, on not less than 
one day’s notice, consecutively numbered 
Revised Page Nos. 42, 43, 44, 62, 63 and 
64 to Freight Tariff F.M.B.-F. No. 1 in 
order to publish reduced rates on “Gro¬ 
ceries,” “Liquors, Alcoholic” and “Liquor, 
Malt” in Item Nos. 450, 455, 480 485 
895,900. 

. It further appearing, that the Board 
having found good cause therefor, has 
on September 15, 1960, granted special 
permission to publish such rates on not 
less than one day’s notice under Special 
Permission No. 3872. 

Now therefore, it is ordered, That the 
Original Order herein is modified to the 
extent necessary to permit publication 
and filing of the reductions covered by 
such Special Permission No. 3872; and 

It is further ordered, That any rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices 
set forth in the schedules filed pursuant 
to such special permission shall be sub¬ 
ject to the investigation and hearing 
herein to the same extent as the rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices 
under schedules cancelled thereby, and 
that the special permission granted 
hereby shall be without prejudice to the 
Board’s determination as to the lawful¬ 


ness of the rates established pursuant 
hereto; and 

It is further ordered. That copies of 
this Order shall be filed with said tariff 
schedules in the Office of Regulations of 
the Federal Maritime Board; and 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this Order shall be forthwith served upon 
all respondents and protestants herein; 
and that this Order be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Dated: September 28,1969. 

James L. Pimper, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9161; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 901] 

PACIFIC-ATLANTIC GUAM TRADE 

General Increases in Rates; Notice of 
Supplemental Order 

The Federal Maritime Board, on Sep¬ 
tember 19, 1960, entered the following 
Eighth Supplemental Order, to the origi¬ 
nal order in this proceeding dated March 
21, 1960, which appeared in the Federal 
Register of April 1, 1960 (25 F.R. 2780): 

It appearing, that by Original Order 
dated January 7, 1960, as supplemented 
by additional orders in this proceeding, 
the Board instituted an investigation 
into the reasonableness and lawfulness of 
certain tariff schedules of respondent 
carriers; and 

It further appearing, that the Third 
Supplemental Order, dated April 28,1960, 
contains a provision that no change shall 
be made in rates or other matters which 
were changed by certain tariff schedules 
until this investigation has been termi¬ 
nated by final order of the Board, unless 
otherwise authorized by special permis¬ 
sion of the Board. 

Now therefore, it is ordered, That the 
Fourth paragraph in the Third Supple¬ 
mental Order dated April 28, 1960, is 
hereby modified to read as follows: 

“It is further ordered, That no change 
shall be made in the rates or other mat¬ 
ters which result in increases in rates or 
charges named in said tariff schedules, 
until this investigation has been termi¬ 
nated by final order of the Board, unless 
otherwise authorized by special permis¬ 
sion of the Board.” 

It is further ordered, That said Order, 
as so modified, remain in full force and 
effect as issued; and 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this order shall be forthwith served upon 
all respondents, protestants and inter¬ 
veners herein; and that this order oe 
published in the Federal Register. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Dated: September 28, 1960. 

James L. Pimper, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9162; Filed, Sept. 30, l 960 ' 
8:50 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. 916] 

WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN 
AND ADRIATIC PORTS, NORTH 
ATLANTIC RANGE TRADE 

Investigation of Practices, Operations 
Actions and Agreements; Notice of 
Investigation and Hearing 

On September 19, 1960, the Federal 
Maritime Board entered the following 

order: 

It appearing, that during the period 
1952 to the present time, common car¬ 
riers by water named in Appendix A 
hereof and/or the West Coast of Italy, 
Sicilian and Adriatic Ports/North Atlan¬ 
tic Range Conference, may have: 

(1) Paid deferred rebates to shippers 
and forwarders located in Italy, Sicily 
and Adriatic ports in connection with 
cargo moving from Italy, Sicily and 
Adriatic ports to United States North 
Atlantic ports; 

(2) Entered into unfair or unjustly 
discriminatory contracts with shippers 
based on the volume of freight offered; 

in violation of section 14, First, and 
Fourth, Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 
812); and 

It further appearing, that during the 
period 1952 to the present time these 
common carriers may have entered into 
agreements within the contemplation of 
section 15 of said Act (46 U.S.C. 814) in 
connection with the payment of such 
deferred rebates, which agreements fixed 
or provided for special rates and other 
privileges or advantages, or provided for 
exclusive, preferential or cooperative 
working arrangements which were not 
filed with, or approved by the Federal 
Maritime Board, as required by said sec¬ 
tion 15 and were carried out; and 
It further appearing, that these com¬ 
mon carriers may have given undue or 
unreasonable preference or advantage to 
particular persons and subjected other 
persons to undue or unreasonable 
prejudice or disadvantage, and allowed 
persons to obtain transportation for 
property at less than the regular rates or 
charges by unjust or unfair means in 
violation of section 16 First and Second 
of said Act; and 

It further appearing, that these com¬ 
mon carriers may have demanded, 
charged, or collected rates, fares, or 
charges which were unjustly discrimina¬ 
tory between shippers and may have 
iailed to establish, observe and enforce 
just and reasonable regulations and prac¬ 
tices relating to or connected with the 
receiving, handling, storing, or deliver- 
mg of property, in violation of section 
17 °t said Act; and 
It further appearing, that these com¬ 
mon carriers may have knowingly dis¬ 
closed or permitted to be acquired by any 
Person other than the shipper or con- 
jgnee without the consent of such 
snipper or consignee, information con- 
ermng the nature, kind, quantity, des¬ 
tination, consignee, or routing of 
tend . ere d or delivered to such 
carriers lor transportation in 
m* 61 ! 11 comin erce, which information 
y have been used to the detriment or 


prejudice of such shipper or consignee, 
in violation of section 20 of said Act; 

Now therefore, it is ordered, That pur¬ 
suant to section 22 of the Shipping Act, 
1916, as amended (46 U.S.C. 821), an 
investigation is hereby instituted, on the 
Board’s own motion, into the practices, 
operations, actions and agreements of 
the West Coast of Italy, Sicilian and 
Adriatic Ports/North Atlantic Range 
Conference, and the common carriers 
named in the list below to determine 
whether any of them have violated any 
one or more of the following provisions 
of law, specifically sections 14 First and 
Fourth, 15, 16, 17, and/or 20, as afore¬ 
said, and; 

It is further ordered, That the West 
Coast of Italy, Sicilian and Adriatic 
Ports/North Atlantic Range Conference 
and all common carriers by water named 
in Appendix A are hereby made respond¬ 
ents in this proceeding, which is to be 
set for hearing before an examiner from 
the Office of Hearing Examiners at a 
time and place to be announced and; 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this order be served on each of the re¬ 
spondents and published in the Federal 
Register. 

Pursuant to the above order, notice is 
hereby given that the hearing herein 
ordered will be held before an examiner 
of the Board’s Office of Hearing Exami¬ 
ners at a date and place to be deter¬ 
mined and announced by the Chief 
Examiner. The hearing will be con¬ 
ducted in accordance with the Board’s 
rules of practice and procedure, and a 
recommended decision will be issued by 
the examiner. 

All persons (including individuals, 
corporations, associations, firms, part¬ 
nerships, and public bodies), having an 
interest in this proceeding and desiring 
to intervene therein, should notify the 
Secretary of the Board promptly and file 
petitions for leave to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with Rule 5(n) (46 CFR 

201.74) of said rules. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Dated: September 28,1960. 

James L. Pimper, 

Secretary. 

Achille Lauro 

American Export Lines, Inc. 

(American Mideast Line)—Joint Service of: 
Alexandria Navigation Company S.A.E. 
Societe Misi de Navigation Maritime S.A.E. 
Fisser Schiffahrt G.m.b.H 
Britain S.A. Co., Ltd. 

American President Lines, Ltd. 

Compagnie de Navigation Fraissinet et 
Cyprien Fabre 

Compagnie Maritime Beige (Lloyd Royal) 
S.A./Compagnie Maritime Congolaise 
S.C.R.L. 

(Concordia Line)—Joint Service of: 
Dampskibsaktieselskabet Alaska 
Aktieselskabet Atlas 
Dampskibsaktieselskabet Idaho 
Skipsaksjeselskapet Hilda Knudsen 
Skipsaksjeselskapet Samuel Bakke 
Daido Kaiun Kaisha, Ltd. 

Dampskibsselskabet Torm (Torm Lines) 
(Ellerman and Bucknall Associated Lines) — 
Joint Service of : 

Ellerman Lines, Limited 


Ellerman & Bucknall Steamship Co., 
Limited 

Hall Line, Limited 
The City Line, Limited 
(Fern-Ville Mediterranean Lines)—Fearnley 
& Eger and A. F. Klaveness & Co. A/S) — 
Joint Service of: 

Skibsaktieselskapet Varild 
Skibsaktieselskapet Marina 
Aktieselskabet Glittre 
Dampskibsinteressentskabet Garonne 
Skibsaktieselskapet Sangstad 
Skibsaktieselskapet Solstad 
Skibsaktieselskapet Siljestad 
Dampskibsaktieselskabet International 
Skibsaktieselskapet Mandeville 
Skibsaktieselskapet Goodwill 
(Fresco Line) —Joint Service of: 

Stockholms Rederiaktiesbolag Svea 
Rederiaktiebolaget Fredrika 
Eckert Steamship Corporation 
(Greek Line)—Joint Service of: 

General Steam Navigation Co., Ltd., of 
Greece 

Transatlantic Shipping Corp. 

Neptunia Shipping Co., S.A. 

Arcadia Steamship Corporation 
Giacomo Costa Fu Andrea—Genova (Costa 
Line) 

Hellenic Lines, Ltd. 

Leif Hoegh & Co. A/S (Hoegh Lines)—Joint 
Service of: 

Skibsaktieselskapet Arizona 
Skibsaktieselskapet Astrea 
Skibsaktieselskapet Aruba 
Skibsaktieselskapet Noruega 
Skibsaktieselskapet Abaco 
A/S Atlantica 

(Home Lines)—Joint Service of: 
Mediterranean Lines, Inc. 

South Atlantic Lines, Inc. 

“Italia” Societa Per Azioni di Navigazione 
The Khedivial Mail Line, S.A.E. 

(Levant Line)—Joint Service of: 

Stockard Steamship Corporation 
Atlantic Ocean Transport Corporation 
North American Terminal Corporation 
Linea Sud Americana, Inc. (Gardiaz Line) 
Mitsui Steamship Co., Ltd. (Mitsui Line) 

(A. P. Moller-Maersk Line)—Joint Service of: 
Dampskibsselskabet af 1912 A/S 
A/S Dampskibsselskabet Svendborg 
Nedlloyd Line—Joint Service of: 

N. V. Stoomvaart Maatschappij “Neder¬ 
land” 

Koninkliyke Rotterdamsche Lloyd N. V. 
Orient Mid-East Lines 
Prudential Steamship Corporation 
Stuebo—(Horn Line) 

T. J. Stevenson & Co., Inc. (Stevenson Lines) 
The Scindia Steam Navigation Co., Ltd. 
Villain & Fassio e Compagnia Internazionale 
di Genoa Societa Riunite di Navigazione, 
S.p.A. (Fassio Line) 

(Zim, Israel America Lines)—Joint Service 
of: 

Zim Israel Navigation Co., Ltd. 

Israel America Line, Ltd. 

M. Dizengoff & Co. (Shipping) 1949, Ltd. 

M. Dizengoff & Co. (Navigation) 1951, Ltd. 
“National Hellenic American Line” 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9163; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


LLOYD BRASILEIRO ET AL. 

Notice of Agreements Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreements have been filed 
with the Board for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (39 
Stat. 733, 46 U.S.C. 814): 
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FEDERAL REGISTER 


(1) Agreement No. 8538, between 
Lloyd Brasileiro (Patrimonio Nacional) 
and Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., pro¬ 
vides (1) for the pooling of revenue on 
all cargo, with certain exceptions, car¬ 
ried by the parties from United States 
Atlantic Coast ports to the United States 
of Brazil, and (2) for cooperation by the 
parties to assure that all cargo controlled 
by the United States of America or by 
the United States of Brazil, and moving 
in such trade, will be carried by Moore- 
McCormack or by Lloyd. 

(2) Agreement No. 8542, between 
“Mexican Line” Transportacion Mari- 
tima Mexicana, S.A., and Waterman 
Steamship Corporation of Puerto Rico, 
covers a through billing arrangement in 
the trade from Mexico to Puerto Rico, 
with transhipment at New Orleans, La. 

(3) Agreement No. 8543, between 
“Mexican Line” Transportacion Mari- 
tima Mexicana, S.A., and Waterman 
Steamship Corporation of Puerto Rico, 
covers a through billing arrangement in 
the trade from Puerto Rico to Mexico, 
with transhipment at New Orleans, La. 

(4) Agreement No. 8546, between 
“Mexican Line” Transportacion Mari- 
tima Mexicana, S.A., and Lykes Bros. 
Steamship Co., Inc., covers a through 
billing arrangement in the trade from 
Mexico to Puerto Rico, with tranship¬ 
ment at Houston, Texas. 

Interested parties may inspect these 
agreements and obtain copies thereof 
at the Office of Regulations, Federal 
Maritime Board, Washington, D.C., and 
may submit, within 20 days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, written statements with re¬ 
ference to any of these agreements and 
their position as to approval, disap¬ 
proval, or modification, together with re¬ 
quest for hearing should such hearing be 
desired. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Dated: September 28,1960. 

James L. Pimper, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9164; Filed, Sept. 30, 1960; 

8:51 ajn.] 


JAMES LOUDON & CO. f INC., AND 
H. VILA, INC. 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Board for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (39 
Stat. 735, 46 U.S.C. 814) : 

Agreement No. 8544, between James 
Loudon & Co., Inc. of San Francisco, 
California, and H. Vila Inc., of New 
York, New York, is a cooperative work¬ 
ing arrangement under which the parties 
will perform freight forwarding services 
for each other. 

Interested persons may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof 
at the Office of Regulations, Federal 
Maritime Board, Washington, D.C., and 
may submit, within 20 days after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, written statements with reference to 
the agreement, and their approval, dis¬ 
approval, or modification, together with 
request for hearing should such hearing 
be desired. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Dated: September 28,1960. 

James L. Pimper, 
Secretary. 

(PR. Doc. 60-9165; Filed, Sept. 30, I960; 

8:51 ajn.] 


Office of the Secretary 
DIRECTOR, NATIONAL BUREAU OF 
STANDARDS 

Delegation of Authority To Negotiate 
Certain Contracts 

1. Pursuant to authority vested in the 
Secretary of Commerce by law and by 
delegation from the Administrator of 
General Services, the Director, National 
Bureau of Standards is hereby author¬ 
ized to exercise the authority of the 
Secretary of Commerce to negotiate con¬ 
tracts without advertising under the pro¬ 
visions of section 302(c) (4), (5), (10), 


and (11) of the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (63 
Stat. 377), as amended. 

2. This authority shall be exercised 
only with respect to procurement of those 
supplies and services which are required 
in connection with authorized activities, 
other than administrative programs, 
conducted by the National Bureau of 
Standards. 

3. This authority shall be exercised in 
accordance with applicable limitations 
and requirements of the act, particularly 
sections 304, 305, and 307 thereof, and in 
accordance with policies, procedures and 
controls prescribed by the General 
Services Administration. 

4. Subject to the provisions of 3 above, 
the authority herein delegated may be 
redelegated to any officer or employee of 
the National Bureau of Standards. At¬ 
tention is invited to that part of section 
307 of the act which provides that the 
power to make the determinations or 
decisions specified in section 302(c) (11) 
is delegable only to a chief officer respon¬ 
sible for procurement and only with re¬ 
spect to contracts which will not require 
the expenditure of more than $25,000. 
Each determination or decision required 
by section 302(c) (11) shall be based 
upon written findings a copy of which 
shall be furnished the General Account¬ 
ing Office with the contract. 

5. A summary statement listing all 
contracts entered into pursuant to the 
authority under section 302(c) (11) to¬ 
gether with a brief description of the 
nature of each shall be filed with the 
Office of Budget and Management for 
each six-month period ending on June 
30 and December 31 

6. This delegation supersedes delega¬ 
tion of authority to the Director, National 
Bureau of Standards dated June 30,1959. 

7. This delegation is effective as of 
October 1,1960. 

This material supersedes the material 
on the same subject dated June 30,1959, 
24 F.R. 5395 of July 2,1959. 

Philip A. Ray, 

Acting Secretary of Commerce. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9216; Filed, Sept. 30, I960; 

8:54 a.m.] 
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